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By Mr. BEALES: Evidence in support of House bill 18352,
granting a pension to Charles C. Cooper; to the Committee on
Penslons,

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petition of Dr. Robert P. Knapp, of
New York City, favoring preparedness; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, petition of members of the Custodian Mutual & Benevo-
lent Welfare League, favoring the Nolan minimum-wage bill;
to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Paramount Knitting Co., of New York, favor-
ing passage of the Army bill with Senate amendments; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Westbrook Farm, Oakdale, Long Island,
N. Y., against House bill 16307, for registration of pure-bred
live stock; to e Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Oakerest Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., favor-
ing investigation relative to high price of anthracit. coal: to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DOOLING : Petition of sundry citizens of the United
States, relative to program of constructive peace; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petitions of Seggerman Bros.
and Rockwood & Co., of New York, against amendment to the
zeneral revenue bill ceasing drawbacks during the war; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Technology Sales Co., of New York, favoring
the Senate Navy bill; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, memorial of New York Produce Exchange, favoring ade-
quate American merchant marine; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of market committee, American National Live
Stock Association, favoring Borland resolution, relative to mar-
keting live stock, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of New York Produce Exchange,
relative to adequate merchant marine; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, memorial of executive committee, National Association
Union Volunteer Officers, relative to Volunteer officers’ retired-
list bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of Association to Resist British Domination of
American Commerce, relative to restrictions on American citi-
zens, ete.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Order of Raillway Conductors, Brotherhood
of Locomotive Engineers, ete., relative to wage controversy -be-
tween railroads and employees; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of New York Produce Exchange,
favoring adequate American merchant marine; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, memorial of Wisconsin Retail Clothiers’ Association,
favoring passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial of New York Produce Exchange,
favoring adequate American merchant marine; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of R. D. Cobb and 32 other citizens
of Riverdale, Gratiot County, Mich., regarding Senate bill 5677 ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McARTHUR : Memorial of directors of the Portland
Chamber of Commerce, fuvoring the Shields water-power bill;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of members of Freight Agents’ Asso-
ciation of South Chieago, Ill, urging legislation to empower the
Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate the threatened
railroad strike; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Phila-
delphin Bourse, favoring reference of railroad difficulties to
Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

By Mr. PARKER of New York: Petition of sundry citizens
of Glezs Falls, N. Y., favoring passage of a bill for a Fed-
eral motion-picture commission; to the Committee on Educa-
tion.

By Mr. RAKER : Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Red-
lands, Cal., relative to arbitration between railroads and their
employees; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of Narragansett Lodge, No. 478,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, favoring
passage of House bills 1668 and 15950; to the Comm:ttee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Providence, R. L., favoring
Federal censorship of motion pictures; to the Committee on
Education.

LIIT—T763

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Resolution adopted at
union meeting of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Order
of Rallroad Conductors, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen
and Enginemen, and Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, at
Grand Forks, N. Dak., on July 2, 1916, protesting against legis-
lation to establish ecompulsory arbitration, amnd protesting
against the reference of labor disputes to the Interstate Com-
merce Commission; to the Committee on the Judiciury.

SENATE.
Sarurpay, August 5, 1916.

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer :

Almighty God, we call upon Thy name and invoke Thy bless-
ing upon us as we address ourselves to the tasks of this day.
We come to Thee lest we should lose the least opportunity to
serve our fellow men., We come to Thee lest we should neg-
lect to use the greatest power that Thou hast committed to us
in this same service. This day may we be directed by Thy
grace in the performance of the duties that are hefore us, and
at its close may we have the comfortable satisfaction of having
done our best to aid the world to higher and richer and nobler
things. For Christ’'s sake. Amen.

THE JOURNAL.

On request of Mr. CumamperLAIN and by unanimous consent
the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the legislative
day of Tuesday, August 1, 1916, was dispensed with, and the
Journal was approved.

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATIONS,.
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senaie to the bill (H. R.
16699) making appropriations for the support of the Military
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and for other
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
gol recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
ollows :

5 That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 5,

7, and 9.

‘I‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 8, 10, 11, 13, and 15; and agree
to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment
the following: “: Provided further, That the present manager of
the cadet store shall. on his own application, after 40 years’
service as clerk, superintendent, and manager of said store, be
entitled to be placed on the retired list of the Army with the
pay of a retired pay clerk, Quartermaster Corps, of the same
period of service™; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: *: Provided, That whenever a
cadet shall fail to pass any required examination because (e-
ficient in any one subject of instruction he shall have the right
to apply for a second examination regarding such subject by
making written application therefor to the Academic Board
within 10 days after being officially notified of such failure.
The examination demanded shall be held within 60 days from
the date of such application, and if the cadet being otherwise
qualified shall pass the same by compliance with the require-
ments existing at the time of the first examination, he shall _e
readmitted to the academy: Provided further, That this pro-
viso shall apply to those former cadets who failed in not more
than two subjects during the current year who shall make ap-
plication for such examination within 20 days after the ap-
proval of this act: Provided further, That any cadet who fails
to pass any required examination shall have no more than one
reexamination: And provided further, that nothing contained
in section 1325 of the Revised Statutes shall render ineligible
any former cadet honorably discharged from the Military
Academy for deficiency in studies, if otherwise qualified, as a
civilian candidate for appointment to any vacancy in the grade
of second lieutenant under class 6 of the national defense
act approved June 3, 1916”; and the Senate agree to the
same,
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said
amendment insert * $5.000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:

“The Secretary of War is autherized and directed to appoint
three officers of the Army, whose duty it shall be to investigate
and to make report to Congress on the first Monday in Decem-
ber, 1916, what is necessary to be done in the way of buildings
and other improvements to accommodate and care for the in-
creased corps of endets as provided by the act of May 4, 1916,
together with the probable cost thereof.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Grorce E. CITAMBERLAIN,
Duncaw U. FLETCHER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
Janmes Har,
8. H. DenT, Jr.,,
J. C. McKENZIE,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
WATERS OF THE PLATTE RIVER (8. DOC. NO. 528).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communieca-

tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response
to 2 resolution of the 14th ultimo, certain information relative to
the water supply of the Platte River in western Nebraska, in re-
lation to the Pathfinder Reservoir, which, with the accompany-

ing paper and illustrations, was referred to the Committee on |
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be

printed.
AMESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by E. T. Taylor,
jr., one of its clerks, announced that the House disagrees to the
amendments of the Senute o the bIll (H. . 15048) granting |

pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of
suldiers amd sailors of said war, asks a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
had appointed Mr. Burxe, Mr. SHousE, and Mr. LaNciey man-
agers at the conference on the part of the House.

The massage also announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the twp Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill
(8. 5914) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widews and dependent
relatives of such seldiers and saflors.

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
report of the commitiee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Hounse to the hill
(8. 4654) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers snd sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

The message also annoanced that the House agrees to the re-
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendinents of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 15957) granting pensions and inerease of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendinents of the Senate fo the bill
(H. R. 14576) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil W
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors.

The message also announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 18620) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and satlors,

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senuate to the bill
(H. R. 11240) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and

certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors. ;

The message alse announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. BR. 12194) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors.

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 16699) making appropriations for the support of the
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and
for other purposes,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills:

8.3069. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an
act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate
commerce,” " approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory
thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Commission,” approved March 4, 1915; and

H. R.12197. An act authorizing Ashley County, Ark., to con-
struct a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIATS.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 1 have received from the moderator
and stated clerk of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in the United States a letter requesting that I present a
petition of the General Assembly to the Benate. It is a short
address, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The petition was read and referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary, as follows:

{General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States of
Ameriea.]

PHILADELPHIA, PA,
July 81,

81, 1916,
To the Senate of the United States:

We, the commissioners of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian
{Ihnrchlnthetl Btates of America, in sesslon Iedn.tAt-
lantic City, N. J., May 25, 1916, as mem-
bers who are citizens of the Ij nited tes, do reupectiu.ﬂ: petition
you that you use all of the lawmaking powers wvested in yon by the
Comstitution to a bill sabmitting a constitutional amendment for
the total prohibition of the traffic in aleohol for beverage purposes to
the people of the several States for their action.

Uiy Sunnauins JoaN A. Margouis, M dﬂw
W. H. Bomrs, Stated Oler] ¥ T

Mr.MABTINEofNew.Iemeypresentadatalegramintha
nature of a memorial from William H. Campbell, of New York,
N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called reve-
nue bill, which svas referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. WORKS. 1 present a telegram in the nature of a memo-
rial from the Pacific Coast Steamship Co., protesting against
certain provisions in the shipping bill, whlch 1 ask may be
printed in the Heocorp.

The telegram was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Ban Fraxcisco, CaL., dugust
Hon. Jorx D. Wonks : 3 .
UMM States smm Washington, D. O.:

This ‘z& ﬁpn Amerlcan-bullt wvessels in the coastwise
trade on the cl m&;tfuur but most earnestly protests
t section 9 of Hem 55 as reported by the committee to

-the Senate, itting arilt vessels to engage in the United
State cocastwise rade. This company and the other regular coastwise

lines have btﬂlt up their trade at great expense and ure giving a hlﬁ
ule at low rates, not only with suitabl
cargo stenmerg but miso wiﬂ: combination passenger and frei ht
steamers, thereby furnishing rd, eatly needed by the travellng
ublic. 1t would worx a greal ha ship and a grave injustice upom
these lines and tend te destro gn r and freight service to
suhjﬂ't them to the competition uf these cheaper bnllt and cheaper
operated foreign freighters, for the present increased selling prices and
building costs of forelgn vessels are undoubtedly merely a pass
phase of the extraordinary conditiens temporarily existing because o
the war Surh vessels when In the forelgn trade—and presumably the
same prlvlloge would be granted them when enga in both the foreign
and coastwise trade—could aﬂioy under the Executive order of Se
tember 4, 1914, forelgn-licen officers and would not be subject
either United States inspection or measurement when tmdins ior-
[ at rates relatively much higher than the rates ;
calling at two or more Amerlcan ports, these steamers could a,l'.l'ohd.
whenever having unfilled space, to carry freight between such Ameri-
can ports at abnormally low rates, with which the American coastwise
steamers depending exclusively on .coastwise husinm could bpot mm—
pete. There is new amp.e erican-built tmmnge mmptjﬂ'
satisfactorily handle all trafic now offered or likely to offer
direct coastwise trade also In the intercoastal trade, as soon as 'the
offshore rates become normal. Moreover, the recent testimony of the
Commissivner of Navigation before the committee shows that to-day
there are building in American yards ‘872 steamers, :gzre.ntl
1,147,534 gross tons, egulvalent to over 18 per cent of all presen
tonnage in the coatswise trade, and there can be mo doubt that a large
percentage of this new lonnage and of the heavy additional tonnage

class service on regular
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that will undoubtedly be constructed will eventually find its way into
the coastwize and Intercoastal trade. What element, therefore, of
nccessatg, of justice, or of prudence is there in rmitting these
forelgn-bullt vesseis or otter vessels acquired under this act to invade
the coastwige trades that now almost everywhere has to meet the com-
petition of railroads and the constantly increasing expenses of opera-
tion, with practicaliy no t:lpportunlty. because of competition already
exlstlng, for any - orresponding permanent increase in rates? May we
not ask you to lend your Lest efforts to have section 9 so amended as
to exclude mot only foreign-bullt vessels but all vessels acquired under
this act from the cuasfwfse trade, thereby maintaining our traditional
governmental policy urder which our coastal fleet has grown to be
the largest in the wor.d?
Paciric Coast SteamsHIP Co.

Mr. WORKS presented a memorial of the employees of the
Hercules Powder Co., of Hercules, Cal,, remonstrating against
a tax on munitions of war, which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

Mr, DU PONT. I present resolutions adopted by the City
Couneil of Wilmington, Del., which I ask may be printed in the
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Rec-
orp, as follows:

WiLMINGTON, DEL., July 27, 1916,

TWhereas we regard the acquisition of the Delaware & Chesapeake Canal
hg the United States Government as one of the most vital projects
that the Government could consider. The needs of commerce de-
mand it, and Io case of war the value of the canal can not be over-
estimated : Therefore be 1t
Resolved by the Council of Wilmington, That as a body we desire this

work done and urge upon Congress to take speedy action for the pur-

chase and improvement of the canal.

WiLMINGTON, DEL., July 27, 1916,

1, Homer C. Simmons, hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and
correct copy of a resolution adopted by the council of Wilmington
in regular sesslon this date.

[sEAL.] Houer C. S1MMOXs,

Clerk of the Council.

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of
Oxnard, Cal., praying for the settlement of the difficulties be-
tween the railroads and their employees by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, which was referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Gonzales, Tex., praying for Federal censorship of motion pie-
}E‘res, which was referred to the Committee on Education and

hor.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota presented a petition of Local
Union No. 68, Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of America, of
Huron, 8. Dak.,, praying for the enactment of legislation to
further restrict immigration, which was ordered to lie on the
table.

He also presenfed a petition of the Woman’s Club of Fort
Pierre, S. Dak., praying for an investigation into the conditions
surrounding the marketing of dairy produets, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. BRADY. I present a telegram I have received, signed by
the mayor and other prominent citizens of Pocatello, Idaho,
which I ask may be printed in the Recorb.

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

PocATELLO, IpAHO, August 3, 1916.

Hon. James H. BrADY,
United Stairs Senate.

Dean Mr. Erapy : We wish to enter our strongest protest against the
unlawful seizure of United States mail by the British Government. We
beg to ask you to use your utmest Influence among our Senators and
Congressmen to provide measures that will prevent the British Govern-
ment from such unfriendly actions, We strongly favor dispatching of
mails by United States warships,

D. W. CRURCH,

WILLIAM WALLIN,
Davip DANIELS,
T. H. GATas,
Geonce WILLIAMS, Mayor,
J. B. BISTLINE,
0scArR BONNENKALB,
C. E. Wuire,
(And 50 more citizens.)

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray-
ing for the enactnent of legislation to prohibit interstate trans-
mission of race-gambling odds and bets, which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray-
ing for the adoption of an amentment to the Counstitution to
prohibit polygamy, which was referred to the Committee on
the Judieiary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterinn Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray-

ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the exportation

of intoxicating liquor to Africa, which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittshurgh, Pa., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit sectarian ap-
propriations, which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pu., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit Sunday work
and business, which was referred to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit mailing liquor
advertisements in newspapers in dry territory, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray-
ing for Federal censorship of motion pictures, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Eduecation and Labor.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the
Tabernacle Presbyterian Congregation, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray-
ing for national prohibition, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (8. 6715) to amend an act entitled “An
act making appropriations for the current and contingenl ex-
penses of the Bureaun of Indian Affairs for fulfilling treaty
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914,” approved Jumne 30,
1913, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. T63) thereon.

Mr, CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referrec the bill (8. 6748) providing that Indian
schools may be maintained without restrietion as to aunnual
rate of expenditure per pupil reported it without amendment
and submitted a report (No. 765) thereon,

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 10989) making appropriation for the preservation,
improvement, and perpetual care of Huron Cemetery, a burial
place of the Wyandotte Indians, in the city of Kansas City,
Kans., reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 764) thereon.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (8. 5515) to consolidate
certain forest lands in the Oregon National Forest, in the State
of Oregon, reported it with amendments and submitted a report
(No. T66) thereon.

BUREAU OF WAR-RISK INSURANCE.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. From the Committee on Com-
merce I report back favorably without amendment the bill (H.
R. 13224) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the
establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance in the Treas-
ury Department,” approved September 2, 1914, and I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill as follows:

Be it cnacted, cte.,, That section ) of an act establishing a Burean
of War Risk Insurance, approved September 2, 1914, be, and It s
hereby, amended 8o as to require the suspension of the operations of
the act within three years from the date sald act was approved.

Sgc. 2. That all moneys received from premioms and from salvage
ghall be covered into the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation
made for the payment of losses and be avallable for the purposes
thereof.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DAMS ACROSS ST. CROIX RIVER, ME.

Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce, I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 5202) to au-
thorize the maintenance and operation of dams across the St.
Croix River at Baileyville and Grand TFalls, Me,, and I submit
a report (No. 756) thereon, I call the attention of the Senator
from Maine [Mr. Joansox] to the bill.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole,
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The preamble was agreed to.

BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER, N, DAK.

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re-
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H, R. 16891)
granting the consent of Congress to Traill County, N. Dak., and
to Polk County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red
River of the North, and I submit a report (No. 760) thereon.
I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mitiee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MAHONING RIVER BRIDGE, OHIO.

AMr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re-
port back faverably without amendment the bill (H. R. 16912)
granting the consent of Congress to Trumbull County, Ohio, to
construct a bridge across the Mahoning River in the State of
Ohio, und 1 submit a report (No, 761) thereon. I ask for the
immedinte consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a thirc reading, read the third time, and passed.

SUSQUEHANNA REIVERE BRIDGE.

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re-
port back favorably without amendment the bill H. R, 16764)
to authorize the commissioners of Northumberland and Union
Counties, in Pennsylvania, their successors in office, to construct
a bridge across the West Branch of the Susquehanna River from
the borough of Watsontown, Northumberland County, Pa., o
White Vecr Township, Union County, Pa., and I submit a report
(No. 758) thereon. I ask for the immediate consideration of the
bill.

There being no objectlon, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BRIDGE ACROSS RED LAKE RIVER.

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 16380) grant-
ing the consent of Congress to the Board of Supervisors of High-
landing Township, Pennington County, Minn., to construct a
bridge across Red Lake River, and I submit a report (No. 757)
thereon. I ask for the consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FLINT RIVER BRIDGE, GEORGIA.

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 16875) grant-
ing the consent of Congress to Crisp County, Ga., to construct a
bridge across the Flint River, Ga., between Crisp and Sumter
Counties, and I submit a report (No. 7589) thereon. I ask for the
consideration of the bill. i

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The Dbill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MATTHEW C. BUTLER, JE.

Mr., CHAMBERLAIN. From the Committee on Military Af-
fairs 1 report back favorably without amendment the bill (S.
6740) to correct the military record of Matthew C. Butler, jr..
and I submit a report (No. 762) thereon. I call the attention
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] to the report.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill may be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That Matthew C. Butler, jr., deceased, who was
a major in the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and who was
nominated by the President for appointment as lientenant colonel of
Cavalry, to rank from the 1st day of July, 1016, said nomination being
confirmed by the Senate before the death of said Butler, which oc-
curred on the 20th day of July. 1916, before the Issue to him of a
comimission evidencing his advancement, shall hereafter be held and
copsldered to have become a lientenant colonel of Cavalry in the service
of the United States on the 1st day of Julg', 1916, and to have held that
office until the date of his death: and the Presideht Is hereby authorized
tc issue a commission as lleutenant colonel of Cavalry in

e name of
Matthew C. Butler, jr., with rank to date from July 1, 1916,

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the proceeding proposed in
this bill has been the course pursued in other cases where an
officer of the United States has died or been killed after he was
nominated but before his commission was issued. In the Iast
Congress I observed the case of Capt. Hains, In whose be-
half a bill was enacted some time in 1915. Capt. Hains was
promoted to the rank of major, but before the Senate acted upon
that nomination, and, of course, before the commission Is-
sued, he died, and relief was granted similar to that which is
proposed in this bill, which is for the benefit of the officer's wife
and infant child. Maj. Butler left a wife and a child of tender
years residing in my State. Maj. Butler left a splendid record
behind him, and his death was a loss to the service. The bill is
meritorious, and I hope it will pass.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Docs the Senator from Tennessee
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 do.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is not my present purpose to
object to the immediate consideration of the bill, but 1 wish
to ask the Senator from Tennessee, as the bill is somewhat in-
volved, when was this promotion to take effect?

Mr. SHIELDS. On July 1.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. When was the officer to become
a lieutenant colonel? That is what I am trying to ascertain.

Mr. SHIELDS. I will explain. Maj. Butler was entitled
to this promotion under the recent act passed in June in re-
gard to the personnel of the Army. The President sent his
nomination to the Senate in accordance with the statute. As
I understand, his promotion was to take effect as of the 1st
day of July. The Senate confirmed the nomination, but he
was shot before his commission was signed and issuned. With
that statement of the facts, Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED,

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine:

A bill (8. 6754) to provide for the purchase of a site for and
the erection of a public building at Brunswick, Me. ; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

A bill (8. 6755) for the relief of William L. Ross; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 6756) granting an increase of pension to Charles B,
Collins- (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 6757) granting an Increase of pension to Hiram N.
Brann (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6758) granting a pension to Louise M. Runnels
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6759) granting an increase of pension to John R.
Sparrow (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 6760) granting an increase of pension to Ivory D.
White (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6761) granting an increase of pension to Reynold
D. W. Campbell (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6762) granting an increase of pension to James M.
Treat (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6763) granting an increase of pension to Lonisa A.
Atherton (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 6764) granting an increase of pension to Ezekiel P.
Rowell (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6765) granting a pension to Minerva C. Knapp
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6766) granting an increase of pension to Anna
Thurston (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6767) granting an increase of pension to Henry G.
Mitchell (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6768) granting an Increase of pension to William
L. Holmes (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6769) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Gannon (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6770) granting a pension to Arthur H. King (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6771) granting an increase of pension to Llewellyn
Hanson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6772) granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min F. Goodwin (with accompanying papers) ;
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A bill (8. 6773) granting an increase of pension fo Joel H.
Grout (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill, (8. 6774) granting an increase of pension to Alvah
Babbedge (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6775) granting an increase of pension to Stephen
H. Goodridge (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 6776) granting an increase of pension to John A,
Patterson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6777) granting a pension to Charles H. Bachelder
(with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 6778) granting an increase of peansion to Philander
W. Danforth (with accompanying papers); to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. KENYON:

A bill (8. 6779) granting an increase of pension to John W.
Sperry (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 6780) granting an increase of pension to Luther B.
Johnson, (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. CLAPP:

A LIl (8. 6781) granting a pension to Cordelia H. Lathrop;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON:

A bhill (8. 6782) granting an increase of pension to David
Liddell ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MYERS:

A bill (8. 6783) for the relief of William F. Carter; to the
Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. PAGE:

A bill (8. 6784) granting an increase of pension to Edward F.
Griswold (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (8. 8785) granting a peunsion to John M. Abney (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6786) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W.
Cunningham (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 6787) granting an inerease of pension to H. H.
Frampton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions. :

By Mr. PENROSE:

A bill (8. 6788) for the relief of Willinm Mattson (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CHILTON:

A bill (8. 6789) granting a pension to James E. Ratliff (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 6790) granting a pension to James Richards (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (S. 6791) granting a pension to Abner A, Ellis (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CULBERSON:

A Dbill (8. 6792) to prevent and punish willful interference,
or attempted interference, or conspiracy to interfere with the
exportation of articles from the United States to foreign coun-
tries;

A Dbill (8. 6793) to prevent and punish willful injury or at-

tempted injury to, or conspiracy to injure any vessel, engaged in.

foreign commerce, or the cargo or persons on board thereof, by
fire, explosives, or otherwise;

A bill (8. 6794) to empower the President to better enforce
and maintain the neutrality of the United States;

A bill (8. 6795) to authorize the collector of customs, or other
officer duly empowered by the President, during time of war
befween foreign nations, to inspect private vessels within the
jurisdiction of the United States for the purpose of detecting
any use or attempted use of such vessel in violation of the law
of nations or of the treaties or statute law of the United
States, and for othier purposes;

A Dbill (8. 679G) to require sworn statements, in addition to
the manifests and eclearances required by existing law, by

masters of all vessels leaving the jurisdiction of the United |.

States, and by all owners and shippers of cargoes thereon, dur-
ing a war in which the United States are a neutral nation, and
for uther purposes;

A bill (8. 6797) to regulate and safeguard the issuance of
passports, and to prevent and punish the fraudulent obtaining,
transfer, use, alteration, or forgery thereof;

A bill (8. 6788) to prohibit and punish the fraudulent use,
application, or counterfeiting of the seal of any executive depart-
ment or Government commission ; and

A bill (8. 6799) to amend section 13 of the act “ To ecodify,
revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States,” ap-
proved March 4, 1909; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WARREN:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 161) aunthorizing the printing,
in book form, of the manuscript on the Antietam campaign
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on the Library.

THE REVENUE.

Mr. SHERMAN submitted four amendments intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 16763) to increase the revenue,
and for other purposes, which were referred to the Committee
on Finance and ordered to be printed.

Mr., SHIELDS submitted an amendment intended to be pto-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 16763) to increase the revenue,
and for other purposes, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance and ordered to be printed. .

ADJUDICATION OF PRIVATE CLAIMS.

Mr, OLIVER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (H. R. 6918) to relieve Congress from the
adjudieation of private claims against the Government, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

PUBLIC-LAND STATUTES.

Mr. MYERS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 243),
which was read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to
the Committee on Printing:

Resolved, That the publication entitled * Public Land Statutes of the
United States™ be nted as a Senate document, and that 3,000 addi-
tional coples be F nted for the use of the Senate folding room, and
1,000 additional for the Committee on Public Lands.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE.

Mr. SIMMONS,. Mr. President, I submit a resolution author-
izing the Committee on Finance, or any subcommittee thereof,
to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ
a stenographer, and also to sit during the sessions of the Senate.
There is always a resolution of this sort passed during the
session. There was one passed in the last Congress ; but I under-
stand that that resolution has expired by limitation and that it
will be necessary to pass a similar resolution. I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the resolution call for the
expenditure of money?

Mr, SIMMONS. Yes; to pay a stenographer; that is all.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it will have to go to the
Commitiee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate. ‘

., Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been listening

attentively and have not heard one word of what has been said.

I ask that the resolution be reported.

ti The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu-
on. :

The resolution (S. Res. 244) was read as follows ;

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, or a subcommittee
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized, during the Sxty-fourth Congress,
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to
employ a stenographer, at cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to
report such hearings as may be had in conmection with any subject
which may be gen n%‘before said committee, the expenses thercof to
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee,
or any subcommittee thereof, may git durlng the sessions or recesses of
the Senate.

Mr., GALLINGER. The resolution will have to be referred
to the committee, of course.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to
the Committee to Aundit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate.

THE RURAT-CREDITS ACT (8. DOC. NO. 524).

Mr. POMERENE. I have before me a copy of an address
delivered beforc the Ohio State Bar Association at Sandusky,
Ohio, July 6, 1916, by the distingunished junior Senator from
Montana [Mr. WarsH] on the subject of the rural-credits act.
It discusses not only the provisions of the act, but especially
the constitutionality of that act. I think it would be a matter
of very great interest to all who are interested in this subject,
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed as a Senate
document.

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear who the author of the article is.

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator from Montana [Mr. WarsH].

Mr. SMOOT. T have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered.

THE PANAMA CANAL ZONE.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, recently a very important
action was decided in the district court of the Canal Zone, Balhoa
division, relating to the salary and expenses of Willinm H.
Jackson as district judge of the Canal Zone.

The opinion was delivered by Judge Clayton, of Alabama, who
was designated to go to the Canal Zone and hear the case
The opinion is a judicial construction of what might be called
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the organic act of the Canal Zone, and it is one of great im-
portance. The questions involved are treated with great ability,
and I am satisfied that the information if put in convenient
form would be widely read and would be very valuable, espe-
cially to Members of Congress in considering similar questions.
I ask that it be printed as a public document.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that if T am not mis-
taken it has already been printed. I ask the Senator, further,
to have it referred to the Committee on Printing and see
whether it was not printed in the House. I think it was printed
in the House.

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator is mistaken in supposing that it
was printed as a public document. It was printed in the
IREcorDn.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, if it has been printed in the Recomrp I
object to its being printed as a public document,

Mr. SHIELDS, I ask that it be referred to the Committee
on Printing.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken.

INTERNATIONAT. ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS.

Mr, SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that there be printed as a public document a letter written by
Mr. Oscar T. Crosby. I wish to state that Mr. Crosby is a
graduate of the West Point Military Academy, and he is very
much interested in all questions with relation to arbitration
agreements between nations, It was at his instance that I
introduced an amendment to the naval appropriation bill which
provided for disarmament in the event that arbitration agree-
ments were entered into between the nations of the world.
That amendment was incorporated in the naval appropriation
bill.

I introduced another amendment with relation to amending
the Constitution so that a certain amount of sovereignty
could be yielded by all nations that entered into an agreement
by which a court to enforce its decrees could be established
among {he nations of the earth. Mr, Crosby has written a
very able letter explaining the reasons why, in his judgment,
that ought to be done. He is a very able writer, and I ask
unanimous consent that this letter be made a publie document.

Mr, SMOOT. In accordance with the notice I gave some
time ago, I object to the printing of it as a public document
unless it is first referred to the Committee on Printing and
they pass upon it,

Mr. SHAFROTH. Then, I ask that the letter may go with
the resolution. which it purports to explain to the Committee
on Printing for the purpose of having it made a public docu-
ment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken,

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask the Senator whether any estimate
has been made as to the cost of the printing?

Mr., SHAFROTH. Oh, no; it consists of only nine pages.

Mr. FLETCHER. Let it go to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. SHAFROTH. The cost would be quite small,

DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD.

Mr. JONES. DMr. President, a few days ago I discussed the
oxcise conditions in the District of Columbia. I stated that
some charges had been made against Mr. Cummings, who had
been lately appointed by the President as a member of the
excise board, and that, if those charges were true, they were
sufficient to warrant his rejection by the Senate. Such investi-
«ation as has been possible has been made; and in view of the
statement I made the other day, I think it but fair that I
should state in the open Senate that those making such charges
have not furnished ample evidence of the truth of the charges;
at least not sufficient has been found to warrant further oppo-
sition to his confirmation, as I do not think the Senate would
reject him upon the evidence available,

Mr. Cummings is not the sort of man who, I think, ought to
have been nominated for this position, but under the circum-
stances I feel that further opposition would not be justified.

Furthermore, Mr. Cummings has made every assurance that a
man could make that in the administration of this law he will
administer the spirit and letter of it in the interest of morality,
temperance, and good citizenship in the District of Columbia.
For these reasons I shall myself not interpose further objection
to his confirmation. I hope he will make good. If he does,
there will be no opposition to his reappointment. If he does not
make good, it will be his own fault, and if his course does not
meet with the approval of the moral forces of this Distriet he
nlone will be to blame.

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE DISTRICT.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, T wish to give notice that
on Monday next, at the conclusion of the routine morning busi-

ness, I shall occupy a few minutes in the discussion of the
powers, duties, and responsibilities of the Public Utilities Comn-
mission of the District of Columbia.

TONNAGE DUTIES.

Mr, JONES. Mr. President, on March 16 of this year I sub-
mitted a resolution directing the Secretary of the Treasury to
furnish certain information with reference to discriminating
tonnage duties which have been paid. I do not know whether
or not the attention of the Secrefary of the Treasury has been
called to the resolution. At any rate, no response, as I under-
stand, has been made to the Senate. It seems to me that a reso-
lution of the Senate passed last March ought to have had atten-
tion by the Treasury Department; and I simply want to say
that if the officers of the Senate whose duty it would be to
advise the Secretary of the passage of the resolution have not
done so, I hope they will do it immediately.

CONCENTRATION AND MANEUVER CAMP IN WASIHINGTON.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on the calendar day of May 26
[legislative day of May 18] a resolution was also passed direct-
ing the Secretary of War to furnish copies of certain papers to
the Senate. No response, apparently, has been made to that reso-
lution. I do not know whether or not the officers of the Senate
have called the attention of the Secretary of War to that reso-
Iution; obut, if they have not done so, I hope that that will be
done promptly, because it seems to me that two or three months
is sufficient time to make copies of a few papers which the
Senate desires for its information.

PENSIONS AND INCEEASE OF PENSIONS,
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8.
4654) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 4, 6, 9,
10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 19, 22, 23, 24.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House numbered 1, 5, 8, 11, 14, 18, 20, 21, and agree
to the same,

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Hotise numbered 2, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the amount named, insert
“$24 " and the House agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 3, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amount named insert
“$24"; and the House agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 7, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In licu of the matter stricken out
insert the following:

“The name of Dennie Dixon, late of Company L, Sixth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.”

And the House agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 15, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out in-
sert the following:

“The name of Williamson S. Wright, late first lieutenant Four-
teenth Company United States Volunteer Signal Corps, War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.”

Angd the House agree to the same,

Wirriayx HUGHES,
T, TAGGART,
Reep Sxoor,
Managers on the part of the Senafe.
Epwarp KEeATING,
CarL VINSON,
Saxm R. Senrs,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine submitted the following report:

The committee of eonference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 5914)

granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
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and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars other
than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent rela-
tives of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4,
6, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House numbered 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 11, and agree to
the same,

That the Senate.recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 14, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out, in-
sert the following:

“The name of Charles Groves, late of Company D, Seventh
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.”

And the House agree to the same.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 20, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In lien of the matter stricken out, in-
sert the following:

“The name of Lilias E. Knapp, widow of John J. Knapp, late
captain, United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.”

And the House agree to the same.

Wirriam HUGHES,

T. TAGGART,

ReEDp Smoor,
Managers on the part of the Senale.

Epwarp KEATING,

CarL VINsON,

Saym R. SELLs,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15048) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil
War and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers
and sailors of said war, and requesting a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I move that the Senate insist
upon its amendments, agree to the conference asked for by the
House, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed
by the Chair.

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr. Joaxsox of Maine, Mr. HucHEs, and Mr. Samoor conferees
on the part of the Senate.

CHARLOTTE M. JOHNSTON.

Mr, WORKS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief
of Charlotte M. Johnston.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I hope we will be
able to take up the calendar where we left off when it was last
under consideration.

Mr. WORKS. I have been hoping so for some time, I will
say to the Senator.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I was about to ask unanimous con-
sent to consider the calendar.

Mr. WORKS. This is a very urgent matter.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There are a great many urgent bills
on the calendar. /

Mr. WORKS. In this case the son of the old lady who is
the beneficiary of the bill was postmaster at a little town pear
the Mexican line, The post office was raided by bandits, and he
was shot and Kkilled. His mother is in need. I have been pa-
tiently waiting to have this bill considered, and I think it is a
matter that can be disposed of in a moment,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If I can get an opportunlty to do so,
I will ask that the calendar be taken up commencing with
Order of Business No. 503, where we left off when it was last
under consideration, and then the bill to which the Senator from
California refers will be reached in a few moments,

Mr. WORKS. It will take no more time to act upon it now
than it will then.

% IMr. SMITH of Georgia. I will not object to the Senator’s

ill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief
of Charlotte M. Johnston. It directs the Secretary of the Treas-

ury to pay $1.000 to Charlotte M. Johnston, mother of Frank
Volney Johnston, postmaster at Tecate, Cal., border line of
Mexico, who was killed in the discharge of his duty.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PENSIONS TO WIDOWS OF CIVIL-WAR BOLDIERS.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of the bill (H. . 11707) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to increase the pension of widows, minor children,
and so forth, of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil
War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, and so
forth, and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased
soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved April 19,
1908, and for other purposes.

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, morning business has
not been closed as I understand. I did not hear the Chair so
announce.

]'.223 VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business has not yet been
closed.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I object to the consideration of this
bill. One objection carries it over, as I understand.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there any further resolutions?
[A pause.] If not, morning business is closed.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I renew my mection, Mr. President. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of
House bill 11707, to increase pensions, and so forth.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia., Mr. President, I understand the
motion is not debatable; so I can not urge my suggestion that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of bills on the ealendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Maine. [Putting the question.] The Chair
ecan not decide the question on a vote of that kind.

Mr. TOWNSEND. 1 ask for a division.

After a division the motion was agreed to; and the Senate,
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill
(H. R. 11707) to amend an act entitled “An act to increase the
pension of widows, minor children, ete, of deceased soldiers
and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the
various Indian wars, ete., and to grant a pension to certain
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil
War,” approved April 19, 1908, and for other purposes, which
had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments,

CHILD TAEOR.

Mr. TrOMAS resumed and concluded the speech begun by him

on yesterday. The entire speech is as follows:
Friday, Aug. 4, 1916,

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have paid close attention,
and have listened with much interest, to the discussion of this
very important subject. It is involved in considerable difficulty.
Consequently I have been anxious to secure as much informa-
tion as possible regarding both the purpose of the bill and the
power of Congress to legislate upon the subject. So the dis-
cussions which thus far have taken place have been both in-
teresting and illuminating. At the same time they have in-
creased my difficulties.

Mr. President, as regards our inherent power under the Con-
stitution I very much gquestion whether we have the authority
to enact this and kindred subjects of legislation. On the other
hand, if we are to take several decisions of the Supreme Court,
which recognize progressive extensions of the power of Congress
over legislation, and then assume that this progress will con-
tinue, I must concede that, in all probability, the legislation will
be sustained. In other words, the constitutional arguments
against our power to enact this legislation are most convincing.
But the attitude of the Supreme Court, especially in its recent
decisions concerning the power of Congress to regulate com-
merce between the States, leads me to believe that it will sustain
this bill. Between these two situations I hesitate, and the
more so because the party with which I affiliate in its recent
declaration of faith has indorsed this identical bill. The Re-
publican platform contains a similar declaration; so that from
the attitude of the two great national parties upon the subject,
it may be considered as a closed one. Both parties are pledged
to the enactment of child-labor legislation, and good party men
on both sides upon the face of things will be expected to ohs=rve
these party obligations and to discharge them as best they
can. So, with the party declarations and the trend of the
Supreme Court decisions upon the one hand, and my own view
of the constitutional power of Congress over the subject upon
the other, I may take refuge in the not very ereditable course
of not voting at all, a course to which I am unaeccustomed and
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which does not commend itself either to my judgment or to my
sense of duty. i

~ Mr. President, in the short fime that I shall detain the Senate
in the discussion of the bill itself I shall endeavor to give some
of the reasons which convince me of our constitutional inability
to enact this law. The bill provides:

That no producer, manufacturer, or dealer shall ship or deliver for
shipment In interstate or foreign commerce any article or commodity
the product of any mipoe or quarry, situated in the United States, in
which, within 30 days prior to the time of the removal of such product

therefrom, children under the age of 16 years have been employed or
permitted to work—

And so forth.

And the authority which is invoked by some for this legisla-
tion is the well-known interstate commerce clause of the
Constitution and by others the national police power incidental
to that clause.

Mpr. President,-I think it is safe to say that the great propor-
fion of power in legislation which is exercised in latter days by
Congress finds its support under that provision of the Constitu-
tlon. Since the organization of the Government our commerce
has increased enormously, not only in volume, but in character.
We are the greatest commercial Nation in the world. We have
the largest export and import trade in the world; and yet that
trade is only about 5 per cent of our intrastate commerce, the
enormity of which can be faintly imagined from that statement.
Of course, as this commerce has grown diversified and ex-
tended, the importunce of the interstate commerce clause has
been equally expansive, and, as the powers of Congress have
been exercised in meeting emergencies and npew conditions, it
is not at all surprising that so much of our authority and so
much of our legislation finds shelter under the provisions of
that very simple clause of the Constitution.

I think, Mr. President, it has been unduly extended. If
you take that clause, together with the fourteenth amendment
to the Constitution of the United States, you have practically
everything under and through which constant and continued
invasions by the Nation upon the power of the States have
. been carried on, the one through an actual extension of power,
and the other through the extension of the jurisdiction of the
Federal courts. If the policy continues, which seems entirely
probable, it is my lhumble conviction that in the course of a
quarter of a century the States will become provinces, and their
original rights, or rather those rights which were not expressly
or by necessary incidence granted to the Government of the
United States, will have practically been absorbed by the
central authority.

Take, for illustration, the modern jurisdiction of the National
Government over the watercourses of the country. Since the
case of Gibbons v. Ogden the authority of the Federal Govern-
ment has steadily and inexorably marched from the tidewaters
to the very sources of all the sireams of the Nation; so that to-
day the Secretary of War has greater jurisdiction over the head-
waters, however insignificant, of the great rivers of the country
than the States in whose boundaries those headwaters are found,
and all upon the assumption that for the purposes of navigation
and in the interest of interstnte commerce this control has be-
come essential.

It is the same, Mr, President, in many other directions to
which it is not necessary to refer. This extension and expansion
of authority and of jurisdiction, frequently challenged in Con-
gress, and sometimes by the Supreme Court, has been one of
practically constant progression. Maeaulay, in one of his essays
referring to the constant growth and progress of the develop-
ment of free institutions in England compares it to the incoming
of the tides. A wave will advance a little beyond the one pre-
ceding it, then seems to recede farther; yet the next reaches a
little beyond its immediate predecessor, and so on till flood tide
is reached. The extension of the Federal power to which I am
calling attention may be similarly illustrated.

It was, perhaps, inevitable that the National Government
should increase its activities, and therefore its power, that it
might properly discharge its supreme functions. But, Mr. Presi-
dent, another cause has powerfully contributed to this expan-
sion, and that is the constant surrender by the States of first
one and then another and yet another function in exchange for
appropriations from the National Treasury. I do not know of
any right so sacred, I do not know of any sovereign function,
the invasion of which 50 or 60 years ago would have been de-
fended with all vigor of the States whose right was imperiled,
that has not been or can not in these days be exchanged for
adequate appropriations, in the making and distribution of
which the National Government takes them over. Having once
assnmed them, it continues their exercise, and, of course, the
appropriations required for their exercise continue. So, Mr.
President, by this practice, coupled with laws for the regulation

of commerce, the decisions of the Supreme Court—beginning with
the original-package case—and changing commercial conditions
resulting from first one and then another development, it is con-
fidently and ably contended by distinguished Senators that we
may not only regulate commerce between the States but as well
the methods of its production. They will do this successfully,
for parties have been convinced and so the Senate will unques-
tionably pass this measure. Every Senator voting for it will
do so +with the sincere convletion, justified by these decisions,
that the subject is entirely within the power of Congress.

We have had, commencing with the so-called Lottery case,
and which was the exercise of a very questionable power,
apparently essential to doing away with a great national evil,
and which seemed nt the time to be an undue extension of the
authority of Congress under the commerce clause, down to the
decision of Hoke against the United States, where an act aimed
at an unquestioned evil, prohibiting under severe penalties the
use of the transportation agencies in interstate commerce for
the conveyance of women from one State to another for immoral
purposes, which was sustained by the Supreme Court by a line of
reasoning which logically, to my mind, leads to the contentions of
the Senator from Idaho; and, of course, it is upon the doetrine
of that decision and similar ones that this bill was framed and
upon which it is defended.

I quite agree with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Brax-
pEGEE] that it is not fair, either to ourselves or to the country or
to the Supreme Court of the United States, that we, as a legis-
lative body, should pass some doubtful proposition up fto the
Supreme Court as an easy alternative to the assumption by our-
selves of the responsibility of saying that we do not believe we
have the power to dispose of it; but the practice spreads all over
the country. It infects the State legislatures as well as the
Congress; and I fear. Mr. President, that it will continue, since
it offers an easy means of complying with pressure in one direc-
tion and avoiding the direct and positive expression of our con-
vietions in the other, I do not reflect upon any man supporting
this bill, because, as I have stated, my conviction is that every
vote cast in favor of this bill will be cast by Senators who are
thoroughly convinced of the need for it and the power of Cou-
gress to enact it. But I perceive a fundamental difference be-
tween the purpose sought to be effected by this bill and that
sought to be accomplished by preceding legislation.

This bill proposes to prohibit the channels of interstate com-
merce to articles perfectly unobjectionable in themselves, entirely
free from any taint, not inimical to the health, the morals, or the
welfare of the Nation, not differing from other articles of simi-
lar character manufactured by other forms of labor, but because
they are produced by a class of labor the use of which Congress
proposes to prohibit because the general welfare demands it. In
other words, it is not the thing transported that is offensive; it
is the manner in which the thing transported has been produced
that is offensive, and because of which the embargo of pro-
hibitive Federal legislation is to be laid upon the articles them-
selves. The Government in effect proposes to use this great
power of regulating interstate commerce to boycott and black-
list articles which are unobjectionable, per se, in order to enforce
what seems to be, what is claimed to be, a national labor require-
ment deemed requisite to the welfare or the morals or the health
of the Nation or to all of them.

Mr. President, it may be we possess this power ; but if we do,
then I am unable to perceive any limitation beyond congressional
discretion that can be placed upon its exercise. It is defended
as the exercise of a national police power—a power said to be in-
herent in and inecidental to the exercise of those other powers
which are expressly conferred, and about which our authority is
beyond question.

Speaking broadly, I think there is no such thing as a national
police power. Of course, there may be, in the carrying out of a
given authority, an incidental police power essential to the opera-
tion of the express authority ; the possession of a power, in other
&vorda}, measured and limited by the thing to which it is inci-

ental.

Mr. OVERMAN. My, President, is not that a grant of power,
rather than the police power? y

Mr. THOMAS. It must be a grant of power, of course;
though not an express one; but, if it is a necessary incldent,
to the extent to which it is necessary, I think there can be no
question of its exercise. But what is this police power? If
the contention for it be sound. the incidental police power is
far greater and more formiduble than the express commerce
power from which it springs.

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borax] read from a recent
decision by Mr. Justice Holmes, speaking for the entire court,
to the effect that thé police power must be regulated-by public
sentiment, and that it extends to all public needs. Of course,
it is a power which can not be specifically defined. In the con-
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sideration of the Clayton antitrust bill the Senator from Iowa
[Mr, CuMmaniss] demonstrated to my satisfaction, and with the
most remorseless logie, that the only term which could be
safely used in the legislation there proposed was the general
term “unfair competition”; and so with the proposed defini-
tion, or any attempted definition, of the police power. The
police power, in other words, is something which comes into
existence and must be commensurate with the thing at which it
is aimed. In other words, as Mr. Justice Holmes said, it ex-
tends to all public needs.

Now, what is public need, and what is public sentiment?

It must be which at the time controls. If it be true that such
legislation as this is only justified by an incidental police
power of the National Government consequent upon its posses-
sion of certain well-defined powers, and if it be further true that
this police power extends to all public needs and is regulated
by public sentiment, then, of course, the power changes with
the public needs and with the public sentiment ; and that which
is to-day an overwhelming public sentiment or an obvious
public need may be to-morrow something either forgotten or dis-
carded or succeeded by some other overwhelming sentiment
reaching in some other direction and prompted by some other
need,
They have a Japanese problem out in California, said to be
one which menaces the morals, the health, and the welfare
of the people of the United States, and particularly of California.
The competition of the oriental with the American is said to be
exhaustive and overwhelming. The moral notions, practices,
and customs of the oriental are degrading to the mind and to
the sentiment of the American; not only so, but immoral in
themselves, and consequently it is a public need that the alien
people should be excluded. If that be so, then the question
should be easy of solution, provided this proposed legislation be
within the power of Congress, by merely providing that here-
after articles manufactured by or to which there has been a
contribution of manufacture in whole or in part by Japanese
labor shall be excluded from the channels of interstate com-
merce. In other words, the oriental Gordian knot can be cut,
not by an immigration law but by merely translating into law
the police power of the Government of the United States which
arises from and is coincident with our power to regulate com-
merce.

Mr. President, there are an infinite number of subjects to
which public sentiment relates and around which it sometimes
gathers in overwhelming volume. There is and has been for
some time, I will not say a contest, but friction between or-
ganized and unorganized labor. Organized labor never speaks
of unorganized labor during their controversies, at least, in
any but terms of reproach, and doubtless the feeling is reciproeal.
I do not know. But suppose organized labor becomes so strong
in this country as to dominate the national sentiment and de-
mand the exercise of the police power in excluding from the
channels of interstate commerce all articles manufactured in
whole or in part by unorganized labor. We would then have a
bill reading:

That no producer, manufacturer, or dealer shall ship or deliver for
shipment in Interstate or foreign commerce any article or commodity,
the product of any mine or quarry situated in the United States, in
which, within 80 days pricr to the time of the removal of such product
therefrom, unorganized labor has been employed or permitted to work—

And so forth.

If public sentiment be in favor of it, the public need will re-
quire it, and the police power which springs from and is regu-
lated by that sentiment is behind the legislation needed for its
enforcement. Now, how can it be possible to distingunish between
that which is before us and that which I have supposed?

Now, let us further suppoc~ that the sentiment may be the
other way ; that it will become adverse to organized labor and
in favor of unorganized labor, and that sentiment therefore de-
mands a reversal of the proposition. Then a bill may be intro-
duced reading:

That no producer, manufacturer, or dealer shall ship or deliver for
shipment in interstate or foreign commerce any article or mmmodl?.
the product of any mine or guarry situated in the United States, in
which, within 30 dai's prior to the time of the removal of such product
therefrom, organized labor has been employed.

Suppose that in the interest of morals and the public wel-
fare—which may be as indefinable as the police power—Con-
gress is called upon {o enact such a measure of legislation. It
could be defended, it would be defended, nay, it could be con-
suminated along the same lines upon which this bill has been
80 nbly defended.

~But, Mr. President. there have been such things in the past
as ostracism for religious beliefs, This sort of fanaticism has
not entirely passed away. It appears sometimes in fitful flashes,
and sometimes in more formidable shape in these times, and

frequently is well organized. Something of the kind exists in
the country to-day. Suppose that a sentiment prevailed in some
parts of the country against Catholicism which seriously be-
lieved that it was a menace to the institutions of our country,
and that all those professing it owed a higher allegiance to the
Pope than the Government of which they were citizens, and
that to rid ourselves of that menace a bill should be offered—

That no producer, manufacturer, or dealer shall ship or deliver for
shipment in interstate or forelgn commerce any article or commodity
the product of any mine or quarry situated in the United States in
which, within 30 days prior to the time of the removal of such product
therefrom, Catholics have been employed or permitted to work,

Here again we might have a controlling sentiment behind
the measure which, as I say, is both the measure and the
limit of the exercise of the police power, and which, in the
interest of the public welfare, would clamor for the enactment
of this legisiation to the end that the evil existing or appre-
hended may be either minimized or removed.

Now, in the mutations of time it may be that the Catholics
would get the upper hand in public sentiment, and that their
attitude toward the Protestanis of the country would be quite
as vindictive, quite as sincere, and quite as dangerous; and
suppose they should invoke the power of the Nation to regulate
commerce in order to do away with, or to cripple this menace
to the Nation’s welfare. A similar bill could be introduced
and passed, Mr. President, to accomplish that purpose.

-We have a great many immigrants in America. Many of
them persist in “ flocking together,” as the saying is. They
do not learn our language. They know nothing of our insti-
tutions. They are constantly competing with American labor.
Some regard them as a menace now, and that feeling is by no
means a local or a limited one, We have an immigration bill
which is designed to meet, in part at least, that evil and remove
some of its consequences, by restrieting immigration and mak-
ing certain tests as qualifications to entry. But the situation
*is here. It has been here for some time. It is drastic and it
is powerful, and after the end of the war it will probably
inerease. Now, why do we need an immigration bill if,
under the provision of the Constitution, giving ns power to
regulate commerce, we can exclude from shipment all articles
produced by this foreign labor, by this alien population, when
they contribute in whole or in part to its production?

Mr. President, I sincerely believe that the presence of these
large masses of immigrants, who either decline or fail to amal-
gamate with the general population, who confinue their aloof-
ness, cling to their own language and their enstoms, and repu-
diate everything Amerlcan, are a danger fo the morals and to
the welfare of the people of the United States; and I fear
that this is one of the internal conditions which menace the
future of this country far more seriously than any imaginary
invasion by a foreign foe.

I am unable to determine, Mr. President, if we have the
power that is here invoked, where we are going to draw the
limit, particularly as the legislation finds its foree and its war-
rant in the exercise of a power that must always be subservient
to the public needs and to harmonize with the public senti-
ment of the times. If we have the power—and I have no doubt
of its existence in a limited degree—and if it be the only one
upon which legislation like this can be based, it is impossible to
place any limitation whatever upon the legislation of Congress
under the provisions of the interstate-commerce law.

Mr, President, it must not be forgotien that what Congress
may enjoin it can command and that it may enforce. Couse-
quently I see no objection, on the theory upon which this biil
is to be supported, to the enactment of legislation commanding
the manufacturers in the States to use certain kinds of labor,
and use cortain kinds of labor only, or to provide their mills
with certain methods of sanitation, or to remove immoral sur-
roundings from them, upon the peril of being exeluded fromn
the channels of transportation if the mandate is not complied
with., There is no State regulation of the land having oppo-
nents in sufficient numbers who can not for that reason create
a public sentiment and, by the exercise of the congressional
power, supplant by national legislation practically every fea-
ture of local self-government.

Mr. President, these conclusions of mine may be entirely er-
roneous, but I am unable to escape them, notwithstanding, as
I said, I believe the Supreme Court will sustain this sort of
legislation. In one of his inimitable contributions to the humor
of the last decade Dooley discussed the insular deecision of the
Supreme Court. Hennessey asked him if he thought the Supreme
Court always followed the Constitution. Dooley ~aid, “ I don't
know, but I.notice they follow the elections mighty close,” which
is another way of saying that the court, like others, is human
and largely controlled by public opinion whenever its manifesta-

tion seems to be undoubted. Consequently, the publie opinion is
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undoubtedly behind this measure, manifested by the official an-
nouncement of both the great parties on the subject, and, founded
upon a system of reasoning that has heretofore become official,
will promote its passage and sustain its validity.

Mr. President, I am unable to imagine the existence of any-
thing going into the manufacture of perfectly legitimate articles
of commerce, either by way of labor or raw material, which can
not be made the basis of legislation by Congress for the exclu-
sion of such manufactures from our interstate commerce. Of
course, if we control all the ramifications of interstate trade
and can dictate the terms and conditions on which all articles of
commerce are to be produced, then we can control intrastate
trade as absolutely as though the Constitution by express enact-
ment invested the National Government with jurisdiction over it.

This principle can perhaps be applied to a condition main-
tained in my own and the neighboring State of Wyoming.
Under the laws of the State of Colorado no divorced person can
marry until a year after the decree, but the good city of Chey-
enne is only a hundred miles from Denver, and a custom has
arisen whereby as soon as a decree is rendered, the law to
which I referred is easily evaded by divorcees, who quietly
take a train for the city of Cheyenne, where a new nuptial knot
is tied and the newly wed return with safety to the old home.
I do not think that practice is confined entirely to us. It pre-
vails elsewhere. It is a bad practice; it tends to gross im-
morality ; and it is certainly inimical to public morals.

Can not Congress destroy this evil by excluding all articles
from the channels of interstate commerce manufactured by men
and women whose matrimonial records are such as I have out-
lined? Why not? Can they not also exclude the offspring of
such marriages from the lines of transportation in the exercise
of their police power and in the interests of the general welfare?
Why not? Where are you going to draw the line?

Under the rules of the Senate, Mr. President, we work boys
as pages here 12 and 13 hours sometimes. I do not suppose
we shall enact legislation against ourselves, but is not that a
transgression as well of the principles contended for here
which requires legislation for its correction?

Mr. President, I believe I have as great sympathy for the
abuses of child labor as any man in this country. I know
they exist in many places. 1 want it to cease. I know that
children have been exploited and abused, and after the enact-
ment of this law they will still be exploited by mercenary
employers, sometimes by parents, in a manner shocking to the
humane sentiment of every well-constituted man and woman,
It is deleterious to the health of the child and certainly op-
posed to the general welfare and morality.

The same is true of adults, and in a less degree perhaps than
it used to be in regard to women in the United States. With
the exception, I think, of two, every State in the Union has
its child-labor laws, and they ought to be enforced, and because
they are not enforced, or because it is said they are enforced
only here and there, partially enforced, possibliy not enforced
at all at times, a national scheme of legislation is deemed
essential.

Mr. President, if that be true, then many State enactments,
equally faulty and equally nonsusceptible of enforcement, de-
mand the exercise of the national authority for a similar reason.
Can we afford to yield to the tendency of the Government to em-
brace in its all-encircling arms every power and function of
government, centering them here, and administered through
commissions and bureaus in manner drastie, irritating, unsuc-
cessful, to say nothing of the enormous expense which the
attempt to enforce them entails?

Mr. HARDING. May I ask the Senator, Suppose this prin-
ciple is established and a factory in a State requires certain raw
material from another State In order to continue business in
intrastate trade, could the application of this law forbid the
shipment of raw material to a factory of that sort?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, that gives rise to a most in-
teresting feature of the bill and one which had not oceurred to
me, but I think I ean say that if the bill does not cover the
suggestion, and we have the power to enact such legislation, it
will be enacted.

Mr. HARDING. It is very interesting to me. It seems that
if that were true Congress would have authority to confiscate
the business itself, even though it were limited to intrastate
commerce,

Mr. THOMAS. I think the conclusion suggested by the Sen-
ator would inevitably follow the exercise of such an authority.
I do not think Congress has that power, but I do not see how we
can escape from its exercise if Congress sees fit to do so, if the
proposed legislation is in our power to enact. I can see how
this measure and kindred measures might by their operation
have just the result that the Senator suggested. I do not know

that the inhibition of child labor in factories would cripple some
of them, but I can see how the application of the principle to
other features of the industrial system would have precisely
that result, and some of them I have attempted to use by way
of illustration.

Now, Mr. President, T have said upon that subject more than
I perhaps intended to say. My real purpose In taking the floor
was to discuss an amendment which I submitted this morning
and whose insertion into this measure, should it be passed, I
think is of great importance. .

Baturday, August §, 1916,

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, at the time of the adjourn-
ment of the Senate yesterday I was discussing some features of
the child-labor bill and had reached a point where it seemed
appropriate to present my reasons for offering an amendment to
that measure,

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
2 moment?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield.

Mr. TOWNSEND. 1 should like to ask the Senator from
Colorado if he will not defer his speech on the child-labor bill
until the pending bill granting pensions to the widows of
Spanish-American War veterans has been disposed of? It can
be acted upon very quickly, I am sure.

Mr. THOMAS, No, Mr. President, I can not do that for two
reasons, one being my necessary attendance upon the meeting
of the majority members of the Finanee Committee at an early
hour, and the other being the fact that objection would be made
to the consideration of that bill in any event by other Senators.
The first, however, is the controlling reason why I am unable
to yield the floor, and must insist upon finishing my remarks
on the child-labor bill.

Mr. TOWNSEND. May I further suggest that my reason for
making the request is that the Senate has already expressed its
desire to consider this particular bill by a vote of the Senate.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, let me, before the
Senator from Colorado proceeds further, suggest to the Sena-
tor from Michigan that he is mistaken as to the bill which the
Senator from Maine has moved to take up. It is a bill which
relates to the increase of pensions of the widows of veterans
of the Civil War of 70 years of age and over.

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President, if this were a bill having noth-
ing whatever to do with pensions I should feel obliged, under
the circumstances which I have mentioned. to proceed with my
remarks upon the subject before the Senate as the unfinished
business. The amendment which I have introduced reads ns
follows :

On page 5, line 24, after the word “ meridian,” strike out the colon
and insert a comma and the following words: * or any article or com-
modity the product of any farm which is the material for the prodact of
any mill, cannery, workshop, factory, or manufacturing establishment
in the United States upon which children under the age of 14 years have
been employed or permitted to work or children between the ages of 14
and 16 years have been employed or permitted to work more than 11
hours a day.”

The amendment as originally prepared, Mr. President, limited
the labor of children in the first instance covered by the amend-
ment to eight hours. The change is due to the fact that many
children are employed in farm work in a perfectly legitimate
manner, and to limit their hours of emnployment to eight, instead
of eleven, would seriously interfere with the manner of their
employment and in no sense protect them or provide against any
possible or real injury.

I take it that there is a fundamental reason for this proposed
legislation, that abuses of child labor are so widespread and
s0 extensive as to be beyond the power of the States to prevent
or control, making it necessary for the activities of the General
Government to extend themselves to correct, if not to eradi-
cate, the evil. That must be the assumption, and if I do not
err, Mr. President, in my estimate of the purposes of the bill,
then it will fail to perform its purposes if it is not itself suf-
ficiently broad to embrace all phases of the subject.

So far as the effect of the employment of child labor in the
factories is concerned, as I said yesterday, I grant that it
has led to a great many abuses In some sections of the coun-
try, and that the local or State legislation designed to remedy
the evil is either ineffective in substance or inoperative threugh
the indifference or the connivance of those who should enforce
it, or both; and, if the difficulty were confined to that particular
phase of child labor, then it would follow, as a matter of course,
that the bill as drawn is sufficiently comprehensive to include
and, therefore, to provide against it.

Mr, President, I do not admit that the abuses of child labor
are confined to the mill and the factery. On the contrary, I
challenge the assertion. There are departments of industry
where the same evil is painfully apparent, if the information
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which has come to me is at all reliable. I had oceasion fo call
attention to this subject during the discussion of the bill which
provided for the repeal of the provision of the Underwood
tariff law placing sugar upon the free list on the 1st of May,
1016,

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President——

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Maine.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. If the Senator will yield to me,
I should like to ask if he will not defer his speech upon the
child-labor bill until that is reached, after the close of the
morning hour?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I would do almost anything
to accommodate my friend the Senator from Maine; but, as
stated before, the engagements which I have in committee work
are such that I must either neglect that work or finish my
remarks at present. I do not propose to neglect it if I can help
it; and if the Senator will bear with me, I think I will get
through a great deal quicker if uninterrupted than if these
requests are renewed.

On that oceasion, Mr. President, T called the attention of the
Senate to an article in the Rocky Mountain News published on
the 12th of March, 1916, entitled * Labor in fields retards pupils.
Child-labor committee report estimates 5,000 children work in
beet industry.”

The Rocky Mountain News under its present management is
Republican in politics. It is a champion of what are known as
the beet-sugar interests, It has, therefore, no motive of a parti-
san character in giving to the public the information to which
I shall now address myself. 1 think I have the right to assume
its accuracy for the additional reason that I presented it to the
consideration of the Senate on the 10th of April, since which time
I have seen no refutation of it in the press and have heard none
upon the floor of this Chamber,

The article reads as follows:

Five thousand children are reported to be working in the beet fields
of Colorado during the growing season of each year, according to figures
Iven out last week by the national child-labor committee. Bchool-
eachers and the national child-labor committee, as well as other au-
thorities, have been gathering Information on this subject for some
years, a part of which has been made into reports.

The committee declares that the children are overworked in the
g:lds, :3;11 much go that their progress in their studies is seriously

mpered.

The children are used principally in caring for the beets while they
are growing. The farmer who contracts with the beet-sugar factory
to grow a certain number of acres Is fold that he must place a gropo -
tionate number of persons upon the tract. If he has acres, he will
require a certain number of laborers; if 40 acres, he must have twice
the number. The work of thinning, cultivating, topping and irrigating
the beets is done by contract, the head of a family being paid a certain
price per acre—from $18 to $20—for the work. E

The first subhead of the article is:

8ix-year-old children work.

Six-year-old children work! Children of half the age which
is fixed as the limitation upon child labor in this bill.

Russian men usually contract to do the work, and when the farmer
looks about for some one to engage for the summer, he inquires for a
family with the number of members to correspond with that required
for ti‘ae work. Ordinarily the contract is made for a father, mother,
and children to make up the ulred number,

The nge of the children is said to be taken into consideration under
the contract, and those of tender years are mot expected to do any of
the field work. DBut the real working of the system is declared, both
by teachers Iin the Denver public-schools and by others who have in-
vestigated the matter, to be that the children of 6 years are sent into
the fields. Those from 8 to 10 are sald to be employed constantly
during the weeding, thinning, and toppirng seasons.

An investigator states that he had found the practice has been for
work to commence in the flelds as eurly as 8 o'clock in the morning,
when the first sign of day begins to peep In from the east.

At that high altitude the temperature in the early morning
is very low in the spring and, comparatively speaking, very
low during the summer months. Consequently, the altitude
is itself very unpropitious to thie health of the child, to say
nothing of the fact that his sleep is disturbed and his rest
interfered with at an hour when it is most beneficial to him.

The next subhead is:

SEVENTEEN HOURS OF LADOR.

At 7 o'clock the workers have breakfast, sometimes going to the
* Russian house ™ for It and sometimes it belng served in the flelds, so
 that the iabor does not cease. Again at moon the workers are fed in

the same way, being allowed a half hour for that pu . They take
their supper at about 6 o'clozk and return to their labors, staying out
in the fields until 8 o'clock at night, or even later.

From 3 o'clock in the morning until 8 o'clock at night em-
braces a labor period which the most stalwart workman can
not very long endure. :

1 proceed with the reading:

The average hours of work for children in the fields is declared to be
about 17 during the busiest seasons.

One abuse of the s?"stem that investigators say they have discovered
results in a charge of peonage.

Here, Mr. President, is a dual evil, the one being the conse-
quence of the other.

The article proceeds:

This is that if the family desiving 1o take a contract for the handling
of the beets apon a farm is not as large as required under the rules,
the head of the house hires children from other families.

Now, Mr. President, it will be observed that this is not a sys-
tem of work where the children of farmers and farm owners
are engaged, and who would naturally be protected by the love
and affection of the employer. It is a system of contract work.
The beet-sugar companies keep knowledge of, if indeed they do
not constantly employ, large numbers of people in order to
furnish them to the farmers as they may need work in the
more drastic and strenuous stages of beet growing; and conse-
quently these are furnished by contract through the agency of
the companies, directly or indirectly.

The article proceeds:

Sometimes the farmer does the managing himself, hirlng men, women,
and children to do the actual labor.

I am told that is only occasionally. When that is done, there
is no danger to the child. When that is done, the maximum
fixed by the amendment I have proposed is ample for the pur-
poses of the employer and for the benefit of the employed.
It is the contract system which is now the subject of censure,
and at which this amendment is aimed.

The article proceeds :

The work of thinning and weeding is done on the knees, usually in
goil that was irrigated the day before or maybe only a few hours before,
and is wet and cold.

Of course, it is generally known that moisture is furnished
growing crops in this section of the country by an artificiai
system. It is the best system in the world for the culture of
the beet, because the peculiar requirements of the plant can
be ministered to by the beet-grower through the agency of his
irrigating ditches. In other words, water can be supplied when
needed, and can be shut off when it is not needed; but it
leaves the ground in a damp and moist and cold condition at
the time when these children are called from their beds and
put to work, and into which they must kneel for the purpose
of performing this work of thinning, and crawl upon their
hands and knees along the row from one end to another in
accomplishing the purpose for which the work is secured.

1 can conceive of no mill conditions, however obnoxious and
repulsive, that are worse than the physical conditions attend-
ant upon this exploitation of child labor, How they can escape
the contracting. of disease that will be permanent in character
and injurious, if not ruinous, to their physical systems passes
comprehension.

Denver teachers who have had charge of children used in the fields
during the summer state that the work keeps the youths out of school
during two months of the year set apart for their education. The teach-
ers also say that children come in from the flelds so worn out as to be
unable to do satisfactory studying for several weeks. The cflect is that
they practically lose about four months of the school year, and are kept
in grades twice as long as those who are able to attend regularly.

ne teacher in the Denver schools received the following letter from
a pupil who had been hired from a city family to.do work in the fields
during the summer:

“ DEAR TpacuHrr: It is rainy to-day so I could write you a letter,
We was working very, very hard the last two weeks, and we did work
last Sunday, too, because beets grow so fast,

“We get up in the morning 3 o'clock every day and we work till
12 o‘clocf then we have our dinner about half an hour, and then we
go to work till 7.15, so we worked about 15 or 16 hours. Oh, it's
too hard! 1 wish I didn’'t bave to go any more to work beets and

could spend my time in ool. School is what I like, but I bave to
make my living to work so hard.”

The next subhead of the article is:
Walks 80 miles on knees.
And then the article proceeds:

Four of us worked GO acres of beels, and in this month I have to
walk on my knees 80 miles and thin the beets at the same time, and
to hoe that 80 miles; it takes me to do it about 34 days. I get *6 an
acre to block and thin, so I make §80. But it's too bhard to walk that
80 miles on your knees on hot summer days. 1 get sleep about six hours
a day, and you know it isn’t emough for that kind of job.

Soon as 1 lay in a bed I am sleeping in about three minutes, and
I pever wake up until our clock strlkes to alarm. I am glad it's
raining to-day so I could rest a little. I am going to make our
dinner now, and after dinner I am goinE to sleey

1 tell you everything about hard work when I come to Denver.

That is the end of the letter. The article proceeds:

The report of the National Labor Committee says that the children
between 7 and 15 employed yearly in the sugar-beet fields of Colorado,
according to estimates made by the superintendent of schools, lose two
or more school months as a result.

The next subhead is:
BCHOOL WORK SERIOUSLY AFFECTED.

That the loss of schooling seriously affects the progress of the beet
workers In school is shown by the fact that the average per ecent of
retardation among the beet workers is 53 per cent as compared with an
average of 20 Eer cent for the nonbeet workers, sayvs the report.

The work the children do in * pulling” and “ t0ppinj_il' the Leets
involves t E:ysical straln when continued for 12 hours a day
thronghout the harvesting season.
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The report states that compared with the total number of persons
engnged in beet culture, the number of children under 14 employed is
s?lmli' nné] that therefore the industry would not suffer If they were
eliminated.

The compulsory eduecation law is not enforced in the beet sections,
and the report recommends the reorganization of the school system on
a county unit instead of a district basis to secure enforcement of the
law by removing It from loeal Influence, and thus comtrol the employ-
ment of children in the beet flelds.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President: ¢

Mr. THOMAS. At this point, if the Senator will permit me,
‘I:Iwas interrupted in my former speech by the Senator from

tah.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator now if I
understood the report to say that the children pulled the beets
and topped them?

Mr. THOMAS. That is what the report says.

Mr. SMOOT. Why, the Senator knows very well that no beet
is ever pulled in the world. It is always plowed out of the
ground and topped by men.

Mr. THOMAS. Why, Mr. President, the plow, of course,
runs along, just as it does in a potato field, and then the beet
is taken from the ground as potatoes are. Of course, the child
is not obliged to take hold of the top of the beet and exert all
of his physical strength in an effort to pull it from the
ground ; no. '

Mr. SMOOT. I have been in thousands of beet fields, and I
never saw a child top a beet in my life. I never saw a child
in a beet field using a knife for the topping of a beet; and I
know that all of them are plowed, and the beets are lying in
the ground as they are plowed out of the earth.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator, of course, knows more about
beet culture than I do, because he has been interested in and
identified with it personally. I think the Senator is very largely
interested in the beet-sugar factories of his State.

Mr, SMOOT. I have 173 shares of beet stock, worth $10 a
share. That is §1,730 as the extent to which I am interested
in the indusiry, and that came to me through a trade. That is
all that I have ever been personally interested in the beet in-
dustry in the United States; so the inference that the Senator
makes is not right. -

Mr. THOMAS. I intended no reflection on the Senator in
that statement. He has a perfect right, as everyone else has,
to invest in matters of that kind. Indeed, I am very sorry 1
did not make an investment last April a year ago——

Mr. SMOOT. So am L

Mr. THOMAS. When Great Western common stock was sell-
ing at $45 a share, and its last quotation is $295. The Senator,
in obtaining 174 shares, evinced much more business wisdom
and perspicacity than I possessed; and if the Senator thinks
for a moment that my statement was designed either as reflect-
ing upon his interruption or the substance of his interruption or
upon his own business conduct, I want to assure him to the
contrary. I was merely stating a fact which sustained the
accuracy of his assertions regarding the manner of extracting
beets from the ground. But certainly the Senator knows that
in the process of thinning the beets in the early stages of the
crop, work which no American will do if he can help It, these
children—Indians, Mexicans, Bohemians, all classes and condi-
tions of rude, ignorant labor—go into the fields, and on their
knees work and progress at the same time, performing a
task whose demands upon the physical system can not be
overrated.

If this be true, and I think it is, when young children from
6 to 14 years of age are required to do that sort of work during
any season in the progress of the beets, from the planting of the
seed to Iits gathering, it Is unjust, it is wrong, and it is inhu-
mwan, and any law that is designed to protect child labor which
is not sufficiently broad to cover that condition and remedy it
must necessarily fail of successful operation. It only reaches a
part of the difficulty.

Now, let me read what the Senator sald regarding his own
State during this discussion:

Mr. 8mMo0T. Who is the author of the letter? WIill the Senator say?

Mr. THOMAS., This is taken from the Rocky Mountain News of March
12, It is attribated to “ Inquirfes made by the national child-labor
committee of school-teachers as well as other authorities.”

Mr. SmooT. 1 do not know how it Is in Colorado or the other States,
but I do know that the laws In my State compelling children to go to
school anre absolutely enforced.

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President, of course I accept the Senator's state-
ment, and yet 1 think he will admit that children are employed to work

long hours in the beet fields of Utah, just as they are in the other beet-
sugar States of the West.

Then there was an interruption from the Senator from South
Caroling, and then I yielded to the Senator from Utah, who said ;
Mr. Bumoor. 1 will silmply say to the Senator, In answer to what he
has stated, that the children In the State of Utah do work in the beet
flelds for the thinning beets only. It is the easiest work that a
child can do. It is the most healthy work that a child can do, beca

use

I have néver

elther & parent or anyone else In the State, complain of

the work; but 1 do know that it is a most profitable work for a child,

and has done a great deal of good toward keeping children off the

street, and has brought in a fair income to the child; and In man

;ae:es it is the means of starting a savings account that grows ca
F.

Mr. THOMAS. Will the Senator Inform me how many hours the chil-
dren work in his State?

Mr. 8mMo0r. I do n h
R R Ll S

Mr, President, I accepted then, as I accept now, the statement
of the Senator with regard to these conditions in his own State,
and largely because of that fact I zhanged the limitation of
hours in this proposed amendment,

1 agree with the Senator there is mo work so helpful, no
work so healthful, to a child as outdoor work on a farm, pro-
vided it is accompanied by those limitations as to hours and
character which it is the purpose of this bill to enforce,

Mr. President, I sometimes think we are going too far in our
schemes of economic legislation. The work is good, the motive
is good, the motive is beneficent, but to my mind the crown-
ing danger to the child in his years preceding adolescence is
the absence of that employment which inevitably leads to prac-
tices and habits that may result in his ultimate corruption and
undoing. There is no saying more true than the old one that
Satan finds mischief for idle hands to do. It is inevitable that
the unemployed, through the exercise of those mental faculties
which keep children busy as well as men, will find their vent
through improper sources when free from occupation. I venture
the statement that if the Senate of the United States were
polled one-half its Members when they were children, before the
age of 14, were engaged in occupations and many of them wnge
earners.

Mr. SMOOT. Ninety-five per cent of them.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President——

Mr. THOMAS. I think it is largely due to that fact that they
were able to so sustain themselves and to rise In the scale of
life as to represent their respective constituencies on the floor
of the Senate. I yield to the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator if the
amendment as it is read on page 5 of the bill as amended as
reported out by the Senate committee prevents a member of
a farmer’s own family within the ages named and with the
products named from performing certain prohibited service?

Mr. THOMAS. It does not, neither does it prohibit a farmer
from employing children, either his own or those of other people,
for not to exceed 11 hours each day.

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to get it right, becanse I am in
favor of the child-labor bill as it passed the House and so far
as it has been reported by the Senate committee. Suppose the
material produced in the field should be sent to a factory or
cannery, would the farmer bring himself within the limitations?

Mr. THOMAS. No.

Mr. SHERMAN. Would the child——

Mr. THOMAS. But the product of the factory in which that
raw material is produced by the work of children employed over
11 hours a day will be prohibited from transportation and use
in interstate commerce. In other words, it operates precisely
as the law operates in its present form except that it is extended
to certain conditions of farm labor,

Mr, SHERMAN. In other words, it can be made, but could
not be marketed. If manufactured, it can not find a market
through interstate commerce.

Mr. THOMAS. As I read the bill as drawn, it not only could
not be marketed but it could not be shipped.

Mr. SHERMAN, If it could not be shipped In interstate com-
merce, it would be deprived of the larger part of a profitable
market.

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly ; that is the intention of the bill

Mr. SHERMAN, Let me ask this question. The Senator was
referring to the duties of a Senator in a State to his constituents.

Mr. THOMAS. No; I do not think I did that.

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose, without regard to color or race——

Mr. THOMAS. I did not say that.

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose, without regard to color or race,
within the prohibited age in my own State or in the State of
the Senator from Florida a child, so called, within the limited
age, should work in a field or an orchard or a truck patch or
garden and the product of that field or garden ultimately would
reach a cannery or factory, be it cottorr or strawberries or apples
or citrous fruits or what not, could the product manufactured or
canned thereafter be shipped into interstate commerce and reach
a market through interstate transportation?

Mr, THOMAS. Not if produced in whole or in part by chil-
dren within the preseribed age working over 11 hours.

he Is out of doors. They are all pald so much per row,
heard anxbod{. R X
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Mr. SHERMAN, I am assuming it to be your amendment
as printed. It may be that it has been changed since it has
been offered.

Mr. THOMAS. I will answer the Senator yes, if the chil-
dren are employed in the production of the material for a
longer period than 11 hours a day.

Mr. SHERMAN. If under 14 years of age?

Mr. THOMAS. Yes.

Mr, SHERMAN, And between 14 and 16?7

Mr. THOMAS. I say nothing about that in the amend-
ment,

Mr. SHERMAN., The limitation does not apply?

Mr. THOMAS. No.

Mr. SHERMAN, In that event, as there were about 10,000,

000 people engaged in agricultural occupations of various kinds
in the United States in 1910 or 1800——

Mr. THOMAS. Yes.

Mr. SHERMAN. There are about 6,500,000 fa.rmers in the
United States,

Mr. THOMAS, Yes.

Mr. SHERMAN, That includes all the farmers in the corn-
and-wheat belt; all of them engaged in the production of
orchard or fruit products north or south; all of them engaged
in the corton fields or plantations of the country.

Mr, THOMAS, Yes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, in that event under the Senator’s
amendment does he think it would be the duty of a Senator
living in any State to so regulate matters, for instance, In the
corn belt, and 1 have more raising corn than any other single
cerenl of the fleld, that a boy under 14 years of age could not
work more than 11 hours a day in corn husking or wheat harv-
est? We have a considerable product of wheat.

Mr. THOMAS. Is that the question?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. THOMAS. I will answer that question Yankee fashion
by asking another. If it is injurious for a factory man to
employ a child under the age of 14 years longer than eight
hours, why should the farmer claim exemption from that rule
if it is also injurious to work the same class of labor 11 hours?

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator answered in the form of a
question, and it Is certainly within his privilege. Because
there is a very wide difference economically, socially, and
physically between working in the open air and working in
the closed walls of a factory with limited advantages for
health, and for the general police regulations that belong to
large numbers of people working together In a dense popula-
tion and a very small area. The farmer or the farmer's
family does not labor under that limitation, nor do the same
economical or social reasons apply to those engaged in farm
occupations that apply to manufactures or those in canneries.

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator will permit me, let me ask him
if work in quarries is not in the open air?

Mr. SHERMAN. it is work in the open air, but an entirely
different kind of work from work in an orchard or work in
a cornfield. .

Mr. THOMAS, It is not very different from grubbing stumps.
I do not see any difference at all.

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say to the Senator that I have not
yet attained the three score and ten years named in the Scrip-

tures———

Mr. THOMAS. I hope the Senator will live far beyond that

od.

pe;}r. SHERMAN. T thank the Senator sincerely for his kindly
wish, and I join with him and return to him the like felicitations
and hopes. But since the age of 10 years myself and every as-
gociate that I know raised in the township in southern [lli-
nois, from the time we had to climb up on a8 manger to buckle
the collar on a horse, have been—far below the age of 14 years
and far below the age of 16—working at something, and 1 do
not know of a healthier crowd of boys that was ever produced
any place in the country than those who have gone out. Some
of them are in Australia; some of them are Scotch, and, follow-
ing their nomadic instinet to emigrate, have gone around the
world. As I sald, some have gone to Australia. Some of them
are in the trenches in Germany, because I was raised among a
polyglot population of all races and all creeds. Those boys
grew up until they are as healthy men as I know in the world.

Mr. THOMAS. T do not want to interrupt the Senator, but
I only yielded for a question.

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 asked the Senator a question and he
asked another and T was answering Iit.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator’s answer, I think, is very
illuminating.

Now, Mr. President, the Senafor’s experience is the ex-
perience, as I stated, of a majority of the Members of the

Senate. If the Senator lives, as I hope he will, far beyond the
allotted three score years and ten and retain his seat here, my
prediction is that he will be called upon to enact legislation
that will prevent the boys of the next generation from doing
the very thing that he says is the foundation of his physical
and intellectual growth.

Mr. SHERMAN. May I make an inquiry? Does the Senalor
think the boys under 14 years of age on the farms, on the cot-
ton plantations, without regard to their color or race, or the
farmers in the North and Northwest, in the Mississippi Valley,
and the wheat fields and corn fields—that boys under 14
years of age are so depressed and unhealthy and over-
worked——

Mr. THOMAS. No; I do not.

Mr. SHERMAN, As to require a measure of this kind?

Mr. THOMAS. No; I do not, Mr. President.

Mr.? SHERMAN. Then, why do you include it in your amend-
ment

Mr. THOMAS. I will proceed, if the Senator will permit
me, to give the reason for it.

Mr. President, I contend that if it be ‘true that 8 hours
is an essential limitation for the preservation and protection
of the youth of the land in labor indoors, 11 hours is a very
liberal allowance for labor of the same kind out of doors, and
if I could segregate the particular evil at which this amend-
ment is aimed from a general classification, T would be glad to
do so. My only purpose is to perfect the bill along the lines
that it is designed to operate in order that it may include
flagrant instances of child exploitation, which will continue,
notwithstanding this bill, if this amendment is defeated.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. THOMAS. 1 yield.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator must recognize the fact that child
labor in a mill is generally for 12 months in the year while
child labor in the fields is not to exceed in some cases 30
days, in other cases 60 days, and I doubt very much whether
in any case it is more than 90 days in a year.

Mr. THOMAS, Then, does the Senator approve of working
children of 6 years of age, up to 8 and 10, 17 hours a day
for 30 days in the year, but would object to it were it for 12
months?

Mr. SMOOT. Noj; I have never heard of a 6-year-old child
working in the fields until I heard the Senator read this report.
I never saw it in my life. I do not believe in it, and no other
living soul could believe in it who has a heart in him worthy
of being called a heart. I do not believe in children working
17 hours a day, but I do believe that where a father has a
boy 12 or 13 or 14 years old and, in the stress of gathering a
crop, he himself works 13 hours or 12 hours, it would not hurt
the boy a particle to work a day or two under those circums-
stances.

Mr. THOMAS, T agree with the Senator fully.

Mr. SMOOT. That is my position exactly; but I think a
State that would allow children 6 years old, in the field or
anywhere else, to work 17 hours or 12 hours or 10 hours ought
to be—I will not say what I think, but I will say that they are
very derelict toward their citizens and their laws ought to be
amended. That is the least I can say.

Mr. THOMAS. I think if a State permits that it is subject
to any censure which the Senator sees fit to express, and I think
that if the National Government, because of such permission,
proposes to take the whole subject over and still permits it, it is
subject to the same censure.

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; but I want to get through pretty soon. I
will yield for a questlon.

Mr. SHERMAN. What would be the effect on the farmers
of the corn and wheat belt or of the cotton country if during
cotton picking or harvest or corn husking a farmer's own
family, his boys, could not work beyond 11 hours if they were
under 14 years of age? What would happen in harvest time?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, when we are enacting a great
piece of legislation like this what difference does it make what
the effect may be. We are not concerned with the effect. The
Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH] a day or two ago said if this bill
did not hurt somebody, there would be no opposition to it. Irre-
spective of the effect, if it is our duty to protect child labor the
way we propose to do it, the legislation which we enact should
be comprehensive enough to remedy the evil. If the effect is bad,
it is unfortunate; but we must do this because it Is essential to

“the interests and welfare of the race.

Mr. President, I do not want to be misunderstood. I sympa-
thize with the purpose of this act. I know that there have been
gross exploitations of ehild labor, and I am sorry to say that one
of them seems to prevail in my State.
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Now, because T am trying to reach that, influences will be
affected whose products ought not to be affected. That is the
misfortune of those interests and not my fault. Of course I
know that the very moment it is suggested that this measure
shall be extended so as to take in the comprehensive industries
very naturally it meets with strenuous opposition.

I know this amendment of mine has little prospect of being
adopted here, but I want to focus the attention of the country
upon the fact that the legislation will need amendment if it is
going to be effective, and it must be extended so as to take in
some lines of occupation which are not now included within it.

I do not think there is a better training in the world for a boy
than on the farm. I do not believe that if he worked 15 hours a
day it would injure him very much. It has been the making of
a great many boys.

Mr. VARDAMAN, Mr. President—

Mr. THOMAS. Butf, Mr. President, is it not possible to abuse
that system of occupation just as much as others, and if nation-
wide legislation is essential, should it not be nation-wide? I
yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. VARDAMAN, I want to ask the Senator if, in the his-
tory of this country or any other, he has knowledge of a sys-
tem of agriculture which required the child to work on the
farm in such a way or to such an extent as to interfere with
the proper mental and physical development of the child? I
have always regarded the farm as the breeding place of the
highest order of men and women.

Mr. THOMAS. No; except in instances like those to which
this amendment is directed.

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator has doubtless observed and
will admit the fact that the child on the farm, as a general
rule, works with his parents, under the direction and kindly
care of his mother and father. He is not subjected to the
inconsiderace, selfish domination of the boss in a factory, whose
sole aim and effort, without regard to the mental and moral
well-being of the child, is to make money out of the child’s
labor. The hot, dust-laden, mephitic air of the mill every-
one knows is unhealthy, and especially to a child of tender
years. It retards his physical growth, saps his strength, un-
dermines his health, and stunts his moral and mental being—
Jjust the opposite effect from the pure, stimulating air, sun-
shine, and moderate employment which the boy on the farm
enjoys. Really I do not know of anything that contributes
more to the physical, mental, and moral development of the
child than life upon the farm. The farm is the nursery of
American greatness and from it will come the men and women
who will save our civilization,

Mr. THOMAS. I have no quarrel with the Senator on that
proposition at all. I think he is right.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Then why does the Senator want to
interfere with a system that is so benign in its influences and
that time has demonstrated is only for the benefit of the
human race? Why not let well enough alone?

Mr. THOMAS. Some of the greatest men the country has
ever produced have begun thelr lives working in the mills and
working in the mines. The first head of one of the main labor
organizations of America, and the organizer of it, began his
work as a boy in the mines. So far as that is concerned the argu-
ment is not effective, Now the reason, and the only reason,
why this bill was not made sufficiently comprehensive to take
in the class of labor I mentioned is that it would present new
features and arouse angry opposition. The Senator is a young
man comparatively. He will live to see, if he stays in this body
long enough, a measure far more drastic than the one I have
offered.

Now, My, President, I have said far more than I intended. I
think that this is a meritorions amendment, which ought to be
adopted ; and I hope it will be.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President——

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. SHERMAN, Before the Senator begins upon some other
part of his address, I should like to inquire what will the boy
under 14 years of age do the remainder of the 24 hours?

Mr. THOMAS, I do not know that the Senator from Illinois
heard my earlier remarks.

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not hear that part of them.

Mr. THOMAS. I made the statement that the idleness of the
youth during his period of immaturity was the worst thing that
could happen to him. The Senator and I will have no disagree-
ment with regard to the useful nature of this sort of employ-
ment nor as to the baneful effects upon the youth of the country
of idleness and unemployment. That, however, as I said, must
be beside this question if the evil to be guarded against is
greater than that which may be accomplished by the application
of the remedy.

|

Mr. LEWIS obtained the floor,

Mr. WILLIAMS. My, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum, /

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bankhead Gallinger Overman Smith, Ga.
Brady Husting Page Smoot
Brandegae James Penrose Taggart

ryan Johnson, Me. Phelan Thomas
Chamberlain Johnson, 8. Dak., Plttman Thompson
Clapp Kenyon Ransdell Tillman
Clark, Wyo. Kern Reed Townsend
Clarke, Ark. Lane Robinson Vardaman
Culberson Lewis Saulsbury Wadsworth
Cummins Lodge Shafroth Walsh
Curtis Martine, N. J. Shepparid Weeks
Dillingham yers Sherman Willlams
Fall Nelson Shields Works
Fletcher Norris Simmons

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The senior Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. StoxE] desired me to announce that he has beén
called from the Chamber on official business.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I rise again *o announce the
absence of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CHmTON],
who is absent on official business. He is paired with the Sen-
ator from New Mexico [Mr. Farr].

I also desire to state that the Senator from Louislana [Mr.
BroussArp] is absent owing to illness. I make these announce-
ments for the day.

Mr. MYERS. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. AsHUrst] is necessarily absent for the day on
account of his physical condition. This announcement may
stand for the day.

Mr. FLETCHER. I am requested to announce that the Sen-
ator from Maryland [Mr. Sxrra] is absent on official business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present.

REPLY TO MR. HUGHES'S ACCEPTANCE ADDRESS.

Mr. LEWIS, Mr. President, I rise to speak to the challenge
of patriotism sent forth In the address to the American people
by Judge Charles Evans Hughes in his acceptance at the city
of New York of notifiecation of his nomination as President
of the United States by the Republican national convention
held at Chicago. I address myself to the shams and shames of
the pretense of patriotism. As I am not speaking the sentiments
expressed to me by anyone, I wish it known that I alone am
responsible for my utterances of this day.

Here this day I put the responsibility for the death of every
American soldier killed on the border of Mezico in the year 1916
upon the heads of the generals of the Republican Party.

I charge that not until the captains of the Republican Party
shot at the President of the United States did the Mezxican oui-
laws shoot at the soldiers of the American President.

i MEXICO AS THE ISSUE.

It is proclaimed by the message of the candidate and in the
declarations of his directors that Mezico shall be the issue
in the present political eampaign. The chairman of the Repub-
lican national committee announces with formality vn July 28
that Mexico is the issue. Candidate Hughes on July 31 confirms
the issue by reasserting it in his official position. Let the coun-
try know that the statement is that Mexzico is the issue. Not
that there is a principle to be enforced in behalf of Mexico; not
that there is justice to be asserted in behalf of Mexico; not that
there Is an Ameriean right to be vindicated in behalf of the
United States as to Mexico. No! The statement is, Mewxico is
to be the political issue. Prejudices to be awakened in America,
hatreds awakened against the Democracy, Insurrection to be
invoked and denunciations to be ealled down upon the head of
the Democrac; and its leader, merely that an issue is to be
brought forth. Every man in the Republican Party is to be
allowed his own expression of anything that in the loeality
wherein he speaks may serve to accomplish the issue. It is
sufficient if it is Mexlco.

The ery has gone forth—let Mexzico, in some phase, without re-
gard to facts or justice, and in defiance of truth and honor, be
the issue. Summon the citizenship of the United States to war
against its constituted authority—thatis the issue. Revoltagainst
the Government at Washington as to Mexico—that is the issue.
Denounce the President as to Mexico—for that is the issne. Make
contemptible your own country before the world whenever you
can—for that is the issne. Humiliate your own fellow man by
holding his country and his President up before the world as un-
worthy the support of his countrymen or the respect of foreign-
ers. COry “Mexico” and the “outrage” upon America from
somewhere, somehow, in some way, through the administration
of affairs by the United States in Mexico. Summon from evcrie
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where anyone who by any charge, any slander, can induce
an American to make issue against his own country as to her
policy in relation to foreign countries. Summon the public
enemies from every darkened place, from every unhallowed
ground. Bring them forth—those with hopes of reward; those
with itch for notoriety ; those with dreams of place and position,
and those who would vent their revenge upon their own country
because they could not use it to enrich a guilty purse and debase
the principles of freedom to reward robbery.

At last the army is summoned: “ Hang the banners on the
outer walls, the cry is—still they come.” The mercenary—the
concessionaire who pollutes the government in power fo wrest
the rights from the defenseless. The European bondholder,
who casts his water-engorged securities in the face 6f Amer-
ica, demanding of the sovereign United States that she shall
send her sons to die that their blood may give value to that
whose creation was born of robbery and whose existence is
maintained by fraud. The mining buccaneers of the mountains,
the land pirates of the plains, pillagers of the peons, oppressors
of liberty, murderers of justice, come all of you; at last there is
found for you a house in which ye are worshipped as gods and
at whose altars the innocents are to be sacrificed for you to make
an election holiday. It is your father's house—the Republican
Party. There you shall burn incense to the worship of despots
and despoilers, the new high priests of modern Republicanism,
hended now by the newly anointed chief of this political hier-
archy—the nominee of a Republican convention for President of
the United States—Charles Evans Hughes.

How long has been the quest for some issue! How wailing
has been the ery from the wilderness for some deliverance!
Never did Diogenes grope more helplessly among the grottoes of
Greece with a lantern looking for an honest man than did these
pursuers explore the purlieus of politics with false lights to
find a dishonest issue. Mr. President, let us examine the sin-
cerity of the pretension of “relief for Mexico"” and * rights
to Americans,” which in its newborn announcement is to be the
declaration upon which the multitudes are to be summoned. The
cry is “ Hughes! Up with Hughes! Down with Wilson! Up
with the Republicanism that is new! Down with the Democracy
that is true!”

: PRESENT STATUS OF MEXICO.

Mr. President, what is the history of the political status of
Mexico and the United States? Let America reeall that there
was Mexico, with 23 revolutions in one form or another since the
American Civil War—the struggle for liberty, the fight for
justice, the effort to be free from the yoke of masters and to
rise from the fron heel of oppressors. All encouraged by Lin-
coln, when the fight was led by Juarez—Lincoln, in his an-
nouncement to the officials of that distracted country, gave
them the assurance that the interests that were attempting
then—>50 years ago—to east Mexico back to the ages of darkness
and who, under the cry of * intervention,” * peace,” “ rights of
Ameriea,” were bent on using America to slay republics and
pledge the power of the United States to give assured value to
possessions which had been wrung from the defenseless by the
fraud of men and the crime of robbery. Since then every Ameri-
ean President has patterned after Lincoln, offering aid to Mexico
wherever possible, but refusing to oppress its people with power,
however profitable to speculating finance or party polities.

These conditions of revolt and revolution, devastation and
death, continued in this unhappy land through the years, while
Ameriea stood by, hoping Mexico would build itself ont of its
misfortune and rise upon the wreck of empire to the grandeur
of a republic. America wished for Mexico to survive as giving
liberty to its humblest, doing justice to the highest, and in all
establishing a government of its people by their free will,
modeled after the mother Republic of the Western Hemisphere—
the guardian United States of America.

In the administratior of President Taft so severe had con-
ditions become in Mexico that from 1910 to 1912, inclusive, 47
Americans were killed. The administration of Woodrow Wilson
came into power in March, 1913, to find these deplorable condi-
tions prevailing in Mexico, accented by the murder of Madero,
concerning which the American Government had received the au-
dacious announcement from Huerta, I have deposed Madero
and assumed authority.” Quickly in the shadow of this dark
communication tlashed the light from the weapons that had sent
the life from Madero and laid his family in death through the
assassin’s stroke. What could America do? With this informa-
tion and with knowledge communicated to her officials could
she palliate the murder by giving approval to the perpetrators
by honoring the chief actor with the crown of authority? Only
in the history of Rome do we find the parallel, when the Roman
trinmvirate, red with the blood of the ruler Pertinax, rushed out

in the ramparts of Rome to auction the world off to the highest

bidder. . »
RECOGNITION " OF HUERTA.

Mr. President, when had America steeped her hands in the
blood of murdered rulers as the ceremony of recognition of the
perpetrators? Few indeed have been the instances she has been
called upon to consider as parallels or precedents. Yet the lead-
ers of the Republican Party say it was Ameriea’s duty to have
recognized Huerta. That Wilson had committed an offense
to the relations due Mexico when he failed to acknowledge
Huerta. In what provision of the platform made at the con-
vention in Chicago has the Republican Party made that assertion
of a right and a duty upon the part of the Republic of America
to have acknowledged Huerta as equal in authority and honor
to the President of the United States? Where is the declara-
tion of Republican authority that was dared be proclaimed
before a Christian civilization or God-fearing people of America?
It does not exist. There were none so courageous in their au-
dacity as to write the assertions in the platform as a duty of
Wilson or as the right of Mexico. Yet Judge Hughes says we .
had no concern with the morals of Huerta. He would exclaim
with the chief of the murdering Borgias:

Stand not on morals, but on power—'tis bloody, but hath rewards.

« Let me ask: If the charge made 50 years past, that John
Wilkes Booth killed Abraham Lincoln at the demand of those
who represented Jefferson Davis, was true, and had Jefferson
Davis assumed command at Washington, which of these will
now announce that they would have recognized Jefferson Davis?
If you believed the charges which were then made, would you
have recognized Jefferson Davis as de facto President of the
United States?

Let it be remembered that Vice President Andrew Johnson,
who eame to the position of authority in the stead of murdered
Lincoln, was already indicvted in the hearts of many of the
leaders of America in the Republican Party, and most of them,
through their representatives in the United States Senate, bided
their time to vote his impeachment for no greater charge than
that he stood in the shadow of the approval of the policies which
led to the murder of Lincoln,

In 1903, in Serbia, King Alexander and his Queen met the fate
at the hands of murderers as befell Madero and his wife in
Mexico. It was charged that Peter Garegovitch was a party
to the murder, and when an attempt was made to make him
King—though by assembly of a legislative body—the charge was
openly asserted by those in Serbia that those who were making
him ruler had incited the murder of King Alexander, and that
therefore no such recognition to Peter should be accorded by the
United States as would serve in this Republie as an approval by
her civilization of such methods to obtain power. The United
States under Secretary of State John Hay took cognizance of
the offense. More than a year elapsed before this Government,
under Roosevelt, gave recognition to Peter. During the delay
the United States was satisfying its conscience that there was
not the crime existing as against Peter as charged against those
who were sponsoring his cause. This country gave to the world
in that instance ample evidence of its intent to have disclaimed
Peter had the proof disclosed any such condition as was evi-
denced to Ameriea in the affair of the assassination of Madero
through the machinations of Huerta.

There was no- other course for President Wilson to take than
that which he did in declining to recognize Huerta under the
circumstances as they then prevailed and were accepted. Presi-
dent Taft, who was in office when Huerta came to power, and
who through the agencies of his administration existing for four
vears could have had the most complete and assured information,
«id not recognize Huerta or have his administration give to him
official acknowledgment, That there must have been in the mind
of President Taft facts that caused him to feel that he could not
take such awful respensibility is evident from his own statement
“that he was going out, and he did not wish to put responsibility
upon the incoming administration by his act.”

Mr, President, if the recognition of Huerta would have been an
act, sustained by all its surrounding circumstances, that any
American President could have ordered, there wowld hatve been
no reason to pass this recognitlion to a successor and pass out in
gilence as did President Taff. The changes in the Governments
of China, Japan, and the last in Portugal, within the same period
of time, were not deferred but promptly accepted, as is the
custom of countries living in comity and dealing in honor. And
yet, shall it be said that Wilson should have accepted the gov-
ernment of Huerta, then, under these circumstances? And why
now shall it be said that because in the imagination or in the
calculation of certain interests that things under Huerta might
have been better than they have developed under others; that
for that speculation it were nobler to have chosen Huerta?
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VILLA AS AID TO UNITED STATES.

Mr. President, then we have it that the very officers of the ad-
ministration who were in Mexico, the agents of commerce,
the consuls of the United States, who were best informed and
best constituted to be informed, gave to President Wilson and
his Secretary of State their judgment that Villa at the time
represented the abilities best calculated to bring forth order and
establish peace in Mexico. Villa's platform and performances
sounded as of the virtue of American doctrines—liberty for the
humble, justice for the poor, the lands as homes for the people
and not as the private possessions of landed prineces.

Here let it be remembered that so powerful was that force of
Villa that against the army of Porfirio Diaz and the best forces
he could command in Mexico at the time of his greatest power
Villa was able for 22 years to hold his army in opposition and to
oppose successfully the conquering of him or his cause by Dinz.
Was it not natural that President Wilson could conceive from
these evidences that this commander had power as represented?
The effort was honestly made by the President and every
aid for peace that could be given without the violation of
our duty was afforded. The object of the United States
was to keep the hands of power off of Mexico; to let it work
out its own destiny through the agencies of its own crea-
tion, as was the process of the government of republics.
Villa was not aequiesced in by all of Mexico. He was op-
posed in his own land. Frusirated by those whose assump-
tion of conirol he sought to dispute, and which he claimed
had for its object the robbing of the poor, for whom he spoke.
The ruling classes of Mexico and certain business interests all
combined against him—under what righteous claim I know not.
But this I do know, that had the leaders of the Republican Party
in Congress given to the Democratic President support in this
foreign policy and announced that as the President had recog-
nized Villa as a test and trial to bring forth through him order,
and had they demanded united obedience in America to this
effort of the President as one from the highest authority and
from the only authority that was vested with privilege of decid-
ing the question, there would have been a different result from
what ensued. Mexico would have seen that all the United States
was behind the President,

The forces opposing Villa would have seen that all the United
States supported the American President. Obstructionists in
Mexico and opponents of the United States and the enemies of
Villa would have all seen that there was union in America in the
support of an American President when he was dealing with a
foreign country and then would have subsided the opposition.
There would have followed the acquiescence in the trial of the
strength of Villa to enforce peace, and from it we would have
been able to test the result and to have obtained relief from the
conditions which were cursing Mexico and bewildering Amerieca.
But no. Upon every ocecasion, in public place and in the Senate,
denunciation of the President for his act was hurled forth. Sen-
ators would rise to condemn the President, hold his judgment up
to contempt, his course to derision, while they frustrated and ob-
structed the execution of his every undertaking. This it was
that gave license to those in Mexico who were oppunents of
the cooperation of Amerieca, and those in Europe who were the
enemies of our welfare, and those in Mexico who for their own
reasons, selfish or sincere, were opposing Villa—all joined in
their opposition to America, being encouraged to their action by
the leaders of the Republican Party in America, who certified
by their conduct that anything that would oppose a Democratic
President was by them approved.

That any depredation and outrage visited upon their own
countrymen would be indorsed as penalty for obedience or
respect to anything the Democratic President had done as
to Mexico. These Republican masters divided their owr coun-
trymen in Ameriea, incited opposition in Mexico, infused treason
against the head of their Republic by the selfish interests who
served their own objects by destroying the success of the United
States in restoring peace or order in Mexico.

RECOGNITION OF CARRANZA,

Then, Mr. President, hen as a result of the contribution of
the efforts of a shouting and obstrueting minority in the United
States Senate and in the United States of America—encouraged
by such agencies as spoke for interests thet were served hest
when America was served worst—the efforts to bring forth order
through the agency of Villa failed. What was the President
to do? Should he sound the note of hopelessness? Was he to
send forth the ery of despair? Was he to proclaim failure?
No. It was then that he was informed that the growth of
power enforced under control of Carranza gave promise that
through him peace and order, which had failed through
others, might be established. The President of the United

States still struggled to avoid the clash of arms. He was
anxious to present to the world America’s continuing example
of an encouragement to a Republic, and in anxiety sought the
counsel of those whose interests were in union with the hopes
of Mexico, whose welfare was the welfare of Mexico. They were-
those who by theory of government and creed of church were
brothers to Mexico—children of the same mother. From these
he sought his direction, and from their patriotic ardor, born
from their own achievements through the long years of strug-
gle against insurrection, oppression, and revolution before they
reached their destiny of a Republic—Argentina, Brazil, and
Chile—these, not the monarchs of Europe, nor the despots
of imperial finance, were the advisers to the American Presi-
dent, Upon their advice, their unselfish counsel, through the
solicitude of their affections, through the hope that they bore
for Mexico, feeling that only through the same slow steps of
their progress could Mexico prevail, Carranza was accepted.

The destiny of Mexico was theirs—her fate their fate, By
that which she should rise they would remain a risen and
established thing in the world of government. By that which
Mexico should fall, they would be stricken, and, tottering,
wither and die. To what source could the President have
gone more assuring in its aid, more sincere in its friendship,
than these? Therefore, under these, through these, he turned
to cooperate with them and recognized Carranza. Then was
given to Carranza the test and opportunity to establish that
peace and order for Mexico necessary to the welfare of all
government established upon law, Let it be remembered that
at this time Carranza had been recognized by the principal
Governments of Europe—Britain, France, Spain, Germany, and
Russia—and all of South America. Who shall say that under
such conditions the trial of Carranza was not wise and the only
thing expedient and justified in that hour?

Now, therefore, it was Carranza we asked aid for. It was
Carranza we acknowledged as chief, for the object of quelling
disorder. Ir may be that this was not the wisest nor the surest
course, as all government speculates upon the chance of things.
We know, Mr. President, how many things enter into the dispo-
sition of the affairs of men which can not be calculated
upon and unseitle or contribute to the end. What events
interceded between the time of the acknowledgment of Carranza
up to the chvision between his forces and our own Government
that were neither his making nor our own, but which served
to undo the results sought by each, we can not say. We can
only recognize that our duty was to reckon with the most seri-
olll}s that could be anticipated, assured with the philosopher
that—

Since the affairs ot men still rest uncertain,
Let us reason with the worst that may befall.

The United States prepared to treat with that which had
befallen, the worst that could befall—lawlessness where should
be order, oppression where there should have been freedom,
robbery and injustice where there should have been righteous-
ness and equity. Buf, again, the Democratic President was
destined to inherit at the hands of the minority obstruction
in his undertaking and defeat wherever possible to his de-
signs. In every other country in the world there could be
unity given to thuse who were the ruling powers in all con-
flicts with foreign nations and foreign people. Even in Japan
we have lately seen how its Parliament passed a resolution,
as a poliey of its Government, “that in matters of foreign
complication the policy once asserted by those in power should
be the will of the whole pending its execution.” It is in Amer-
ica, the civilized and refined Government of perfected accom-
plishment and of established patriotism, that no such poor
privilege could be accorded to the President of the United
States—merely because he was a Democrat. It was assumed
by Republican captains that any humiliation put upon him,
any dishonor to his undertakings, any defeat to his adventures,
however embarrassing to the country, was justified because this
President was a Democrat. Sir, to them the fact that the will
of the people had placed him in power, had commanded the
American citizens to give him cooperation, that he might give
to his Government the best that the intelligence of his mind
and his inheritance from God afforded, was of no consequence.
To them this was of no effect nor influence. Their policy was
to indiet and defeat, discredit and dishonor the administration
in power before Americans and before the world. All this but to
achieve a party advantage in being able to point out to their
fellow citizens a * failure.” 8ir, that this failure would be the
result of treasonable design and disloyal opposition on the part
of those who profited by the failure, as they converted it
into capital upon which to invest their political future, was of
little appeal to their sense of honor. These marplots could not
even be shamed by the consciousness of the infamy of this in-
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Jjustice to their country or the spectacie of dishonor to their own
countrymen. -
So, Mr. President, we find ourselves in January, 1916. Not-
withstanding these multiplied oppositions, it seemed at last as
if Mexico was working out in harmony. That peace was soon
to brood over her distracted sections and order was to heal
lher rived and sundered sides. This could not be permitted.
It would not serve the purposes of those who survive in confu-
sion and prosper in lawlessness. Butf their designs had not
yet been disclosed. To the great mass of the Republican
Party it was beheved the long-looked-for issue had failed.

TARIFF HAD BEEN DECIDED AS ISSUE,

The Literary Digest of December, 1915, produced the facts,
showing that it had inguired of all the editors of the leading
Republicun press and the leading men of the Republican Party
as to what the issue must be or should be for 1916. Now, re-
member, at this time all of these conditions before detailed as to
Mexico had prevailed—discord, dissension, insurrection, revo-
lution, outrage, and murder—the offsprings of despotism and
tyranny. All were known to the leaders of the Republican
Party. All were understood as a fixed fact in the history of
Mexico. But these leaders well knew that these things could
not be charged to any party. That neither the government of
President Taft nor that of President Wilson could be right-
fully charged with these consequences. The American people
were not to be fooled, its citizenship not to be deluded, nor
its patriotism beguiled into absurd judgment to gratify politieal
resentments or to achieve political advantage for any whose
whole quest is office, without regard to right or justice. So it
never dawned as any light of hope that Mexico, with all its con-
fusion, could be an issue. In Mexico appeared the prospect of
peace—it least there was the promise before the people that
union and united effort in America behind the Democratic Presi-
dent under the new régime would settle upon Mexico peace and
quiet and that she would work her own problems out as had
America been compelled to do in the trying years from 1776 to
1812.

But, sir, there must be issue. So we find that in the last of
the year 1915 and the beginning of the year 1916, with all of
these conditions of Mexico writ in history as established facts;
ihe sense and intelligence of the great midde-class Republicans—
those of equity and justice—laid aside the preposterous idea
that the conditions in Mexico could be charged to the United
States, far less to any one political party. The party masters cried
out their appe | then to those who looked for privileges in Amer-
lea and for the increase of tariff bounties and tax 4lchings. The
tariff was hailed as the issue. The Globe-Demoerat, one of the
great Republican papers of the Southwest, spokesman of the Re-
publican Party for the whole Southwest, said that the * supreme
issue of the campaign will be the tariff.” Remember, if there
had been any part of our country where the Mexican question
would have appealed as an issue to the intelligence of those on
the borderland, such as in the great city of St. Louis, Mo., it
would have been the first to scent it. Thus it is that this great
paper of the Republicans stands as expression of the viewpoint
of those who were on the very trench of Mexico, scorched by
the flames, rocked by its volcano. But we find from the pub-
lications that 451 Hepublican editors out of 685 in response
hail the fariff as the dominant feature of the Republican plat-
form for 1916. And in the city of New York, the State of
Judge Hughes, 45 Republican editors out of 50 assert that
*common sense means that the issue of 1916 will be protective
tariff.,” This was the issue then. More privileges to the barons
of monopoly, higher taxes to those who could exact them from
the powerless and appropriate them from the defenseless.
There was no Mexico. But, ah! day by day the country grew
prosperous without this high protective tariff that was to be pro-
claimed as a nation’s necessity. There was no distress. Mills
hummed, industry multipled, labor was content, riches in:
creased—harvests became abundant, wealth distributed, and in
every part of America the greatest prosperity prevailed that
had blessed our land since the republican form of government
had settled upon it.

The prophesied panics, the disasters, the hoped-for distresses,
the prayed-for destructions had not realized. God in heaven and
the Democracy on earth in America settled the destinies of the
people of the United States. No longer the kings of vicious
finance or the slayers of honest industry were in power., America
was America, as dreamed of by the fathers who founded it. The

declaration upon which our land was established was fulfilled.
This was a Republic of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness.” The hope of an issue builded upon distress and arraign-
ing class against class, the poor against the 1ich, and erying out
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to the poor that it was Democracy that made them poor, all
went by, and the last spark flashed for the moment in the hope
and died—in the borning.

"Twas desolate to behold the retreat

From false light to sure darkness.

Mr. President, something must be done. An issue must come
forth. It must be born of something from somewhere, somehow,
That it.should be the offspring of truth or falsehood is immate-
rial. That it should be created from fact or fancy is indifferent.
That it should be fair or foul would not matter. All is beside the
necessity. " “An isspe! An issue!” is the ery. Office is the de-
sire, power the object. Masters wring their hands in anguish in
their disappointment that they no longer coil the lash over the
souls of toil and dictate the destinies of freemen, This former
reign must be restored. The kings must be put on the throne,
There must be an issue by which they must be returned.

NOW MEXICO.

Sir, at this time there broke out in Mexico an explosion of
lawlessness among the bandit followers of Villa, aroused now to
resentment by having been supplanted by Carranza. These des-
peradoes assaulted American citizens who were then in Mexico
conducting mining operations at Ysabel. Unhappily these Ameri-
cans were killed from that race hatred through which Chinese
miners were killed in Wyoming by Americans; from which
Italians were killed in Louisiana; and negroes killed in the
Republican States of Ohio and Illinois through no fault of any
govermuent but through race hatreds. Ah! This massacre
at Ysabel gave the clue. Hear these Republican masters mut-
tering, “ Counld not something be made of it? Could not the blood
of our countrymen be coined into political advantage?” Hear
them ask, * Could we not from the fallen forms of the murdered
dead bring forth the spirits of a resurrected political hope?”

Mr. President, the unhorsed monarch exclaimed, “ My kingdom
for a horse™; but these issue inventors cry out, “ My country
and my honor for an issue.” They reasoned that America, quick
to resent an injury to her people, quick to avenge a wrong to her
countrymen, need only be appealed to in the name of the out-
rages in Mexico while the Democratic administration ‘is in power
in America. This might give the issme. The councils were
called, and when the State of New York was on the eve of its
State convention. The first of the great agencies of Republican
politics to declare its policy met. Then, as chairman, Senator
Root announced Mexico as the issue, building upon the un-
fortunate conflict between the American miners in Mexico and
the Mexican murderers at the mines. Senator Root, once Secre-
tary of State, remembered as having traveled through the South
and Central American countries, pledging the administration
of Theodore Roosevelt to every just measure for their peaple,
was at ence taken as authority—not only as Senator and former
Secretary of State but as the probable President. He was an an-
nounced candidate. As such joint power he was accepted as
speaking the popular will of Ameriea as condemning whatever
the Democratic administration was doing in Mexico.

Following this assault and political sortie, Senator Lopce—
long the comrade in arms of Senator Root—on March 16, at
Lynn, Mass., opened his eampaign for the Senate, repeated the
charges of Senator Root, and, as the ranking member of the
minority of the Foreign Relations Committee, amplified them.
Senator Lopge charged President Wilson with refusing to recog-
nize Huerta because he had a * personal dislike,” and sneer-
ingly insinuated that while it was the President’s privilege to
ignore or decline to acknowledge, that it was not the office of
diplomacy or statesmanship to do so for *personal dislike.”
No one knew better than Senator Lopbee that the reason of
President Wilson was founded upon higher ground. Whether
true or false is beside the question. The learned Senator from
Massachusetts knew it was not a personal dislike, but because
of the charge that Huerta's hands were red with the dlood of
his predecessor.

What could this exhibition of joint denunciation mean to
those in Mexico who had become quiet, who apart from the
disaster at Ysabel seemed to take pattern after the course and
quiet of America—those who had confided in the appearance
of a united America at last behind the President in Mexico.
It meant that these captains-general of the Republican masters
had sounded their bugle note of opposition and obstruction, of
defeat and disaster to anything the Demwocracy was then at-
tempting in Mexico, to serve the design which was now to make
Mexico an issue.

INCITED OPPOSITION TO PRESIDENT.

Then, sir, every interest that brooded revenge upon the

United States for approving those who they felt would no
longer give privilege to pillage her helpless land was awnkened
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anew. BEvery bandit on the mountain side, every murderer
summoned from the mountain gorges, every creeping assassin in
the shadow of the cactus awakened to the knowledge that some-
thing had happened to their profit in America. To them it
meant that the United States was turning against the President
of the United States: that it had withdrawn from Wilson all
support; was repudiating his couperation with Curranza; that
America now no longer [n‘eseiitll:etli a common front or united
support for Wilsen’s policy in Mexico.

IAI;:.;in, by this false display to Mexico the Republican masters
licensed every marauder, every murderer, every Interest, small
and powerful, to feel privileged to assail that which represented
YWilson or his policy. These knew that they would have the
confidence and support of a great party in America which had
for years been successful in electing a President and was now
giving them aid and comfort through the mouth of those they
had been given to understand by flattering press would be the
next President. They felt now justified in these assaults, if
such assaults could but serve to defeat Wilson and destroy his
policy of peace in Mexico, and overturn the promised order that
seemed on the eve of establishment under the Democracy in
America. Then it was that by this license given by these Re-
publican masters—this summons and ecall, the marauding mur-
derers of Villa took hope—not content now with the mere
assaunlt in Mexico upon Americans that mined in Mexico.
they grew courageous, they felt invited into America by such
leading Americans who were Republican prophets. They
heard the invitation saying, Go burn, plunder, murder—behind
you are your new allies, the masters of the Republican Party.
their captains being the keynote strikers upon the lute that
whistled “ Mexico ™ as the issue. Then it was that these mur-
derous marauders, with this license from the Republican
masters—on March 19, just a month following the speech
of Senator Root striking this “keyuote™ of opposition and
disnster to a Demoeratic President as an *issue"—went
out, crossing Mexico into Columbus, N. Mex., and in the pursuit
of thelr raid, in the dawn of the morning, looted the stores and
the post office; set the torch to the homes, shooting the occu-
pants as they ran for life. These assailed were Americans. The
first reward to the first announcement of Republican masters of
Mezico as an issue. The first compensations for the disloyalty
of Americans to an American President—the first booty to the
treason of politics against patriotism in the United States of
America.

Then, say I, it was not until these Republican generals shot
at the President of the United Statcs did the murderers in
Mexico shoot the soldiers of the President and kill the Ameri-
cans in America. Surely these Republican caplains can say
that they sowed the dragow's teeth, and the pack sprung forth
to devour.

Mr. President, after this, everywhere in the United States that
Republican leaders cowmld, through insurrection, continue at-
tacks upon the poliey of the President and license the assault upon
Americuns. it was continued. All of those in Mexico who would
defeat America saw that they were welcome in their design and
multiplied their efforts. They embarrassed the Republie, defeating
our purpoeses, and inviting the outrages of Glenn Springs and the
further utrocities following on the border. One followed the
other faster and faster. The flame had been lighted. Hot-footed
murder was on the road. Those who had longed for the hour
when they could bave behind them the great political party of
America to justify their insurrection against the President, their
disloyalty to America, their assault and murder of Americans,
had at last been rewarded. The bandits of Villa had found their
allies in the eaptains of the Republican Party. All were for
the destruction of an American policy of an American President,
by any method through which it was achieved, though it meant,
when done, the death of our country’s sons, the murder of
America’s own children.

Then it was that the slanderers of the administration and
the American inciters of its enemies in Mexico had been so sue-
cessful in bringing about the murder of American soldiers and
American citizens that there was nothing left for the adminis-
tration to do but to promptly proclaim a punishment of those
who had assailed America through the murder of her citizens.
The punitive expedition was ihen sent forward in the form of
the soldiers of the United Slafes. It was sent with the object
and purpose of punishing those who had outraged our citizen-
ship and to do so without regard ro consequences, even if these
consequences now meant war. Now, let America remember
that on the border there were 2,000 soldiers who had been there
since the administration of President Taft and were continued
by the administration of Wilson. Yet the attempt by Republi-
can masters to mislead the American people to the conclusion

that no steps had been taken that might under ordinary circum-
stances have been a guardianship for the conditions of the
border i8 a deliberate deception. Our soldiers then under
order of Wilson moved in to consummate their purpose.
Let America reflect upon the deplorable situation these
soldiers were now put in. In a foreign country—a fever-
stricken land—to fall by disease, to suffer with thirst, to
want in hunger, to be victim of the stealthy murderer, to be

1 shot at from mountain fastnesses, surprised and besieged from

hidden places impossible of discovery. On they moved, many to
fall, never to see their homes nor their kindred. Yet with this
enemy before them, hidden or around them—inspired by the
enenties of the United States who for political purposes incited
their own countrymen to the hatred of any course that would
be taken by an American administration headed by a Democrat—
these soldiers had at the rear of them the awakened resent-
ments in Ameriea, the withdrawal of sympathy, the withholding
of approval, because in every public place and from every press
that could be misled through misinformation, the soldiers were
arraigned with being on an unholy mission and an unnecessary
one, and the country began ringing with the charge made from
Republican masters that America was inferfering in Mezico.
: THEN MEXICO ASSAILED SOLDIERS.

Mexico began to view the soldiers as invaders. It was edn-
cated to do so by these masters of the Republican Party ; these
captains of the Republican army, They were assured by these
assailants of America—who for political purposes were dishon-
oring their own country—that America did not approve the
movement of the soldiers, the object of the mission, but con-
demned the proceeding as one of injustice and wrong. Natur-
ally, these Mexicans took license and felt encouraged, as they
now knew that in America there was a political party that ap-
proved of every assault they made upon anything, anywhere, that
was directed by a Demoeratic President. Quite boldly did these
bandits and assailants accept the invitation of these Republican
masters and began their assaults anew. They felt reenforced
with courage drawn from the applause for their depredations
that they received from these masters of the Republican Party,
who gleefully snickered with joy that at last they had awakened
an “ issue,” though they were writing it with the trickling blood
of the murdered sons of their own country. * These were neither
men nor women., They were neither beast nor human. They
were ghouls.” Here let us remember the contrast in the adminis-
tration of President McKinley when he was called to send his
punitive force to Cuba. The Democracy, which had been cursed
and defiled, and in the South oppressed and abused ; in the West
ignored and denounced ; or held up as unworthy and unpatriotie,
and this for years, all laid their grievances aside, forgot their
wounds. The son of the man who had worn the gray linked
arms with the son of the soldier in blue, and enrolled themselves
under the flag of their reunited country, and to the cry of *“ My
country, and nothing but my country,” they moved on, though
they knew it was to sicken, to fall, to die. All over the Nation .
the leaders of the Democracy joined in one union of echo in sup-
port of the President, a vindication of Ameriea. From no point
in the Nation was a Democrat to be found so despicable in char-
acter, so wanting in patriotism, and so low in intrigue as to open
backfire upon the President that he might accomplish a political
object at the expense of the defeat of his country and the dis-
honor of his Nation. All were a union then; they had but one
object ; it was to do and die if need be, but to serve.

The action was that of an American President and against a
foreign foe. It was an American policy declared. A Democrat
was a patriot; he asked no further. He obeyed in honor, and
with the patriots from the Republican plain ranks they served
to sustain the American President. Before the world they in-
dorsed by voice and action the final decision of their country.
Theirs was but one voice, strength to our President, victory to
pur arms. How different was the spectacle now presented
when the punitive expedition was sent into Mexico with the
same object as that of McKinley into Cuba—though this into
Mexico was under a Democratic President. Now a political
party in America speaks, through its leaders, its contempt 1or
its President in his efforts to maintain his country in peace,
his eountrymen in life and honor. See how these Republican
masters all over the Nation proceeded to arouse conflict at
home that they could awaken assaults upon Ameriea from
abroad—all for votes and for office. These masters sent cn-
couragement to the assailunts of America, calling to them to de-
stroy by death or disaster the sons of America as penalty for
obedience to the orders of their President because he was a
Democrat.

If this is ecalled patriotism, God save the name from ever
being profaned again by the miention in this Temple. May its
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name be forbidden to human speech as were the names of the
despoilers of the temple of Ephesus.

INVITATION OF REPUBLICAN COXNVENTION,

Then, sirs, the Republican convention assembled in Chicago.
Our soldiers were in the field. They were moving to punish
the Mexican soldiers and the murderers of Americans. Car-
ranza had been aroused by the Republican denunciation of a
Democratic President to the knowledge that the action of
Wilson did not meet the approval of a great political party in
the United States. He saw that he could protest against the
action of sending the soldiers across the border into Mexico and
be sustained by the Republican Party of America. He could
then strengthen himself with his own foreces in Mexico and
awaken sentiment of support, bringing the possibility of unity of
all other forces in Mexico to him to the accomplishment of his
own object. All Mexico turned to see if America now was with
the action o~ the President. It seemed now that the soldiers were
but the pickets and advance guard of a further following army
for war. Mexico listened ; watched to note if we were supported
by a united country, If so, no Mexican faction would dare to op-
pose; they knew it would mean death to their assailant and
prompt reiribution upon their country. But the Republican
masters were looking for the issue. The convention assembled
and, pursuing the course that had been prescribed by its leaders,
wrote as its doctrine in the platjorm, for the world to read, its
condemnation of America and her course then being pursued
in Mezico. It told Carranza that it was against our sending
those troops. With every word of its platform sounding to Mex-
ico it condemned our sending the soldiers to rescue Amer-
ican citizens., The platform proclaimed that we were interfer-
ing, and wrote an indictment of their country in that critical
hour in the statement:

We denounce the indcfensible methods of interference employed
thiz admnistration in the internal affairs of Mewvico and refer wit
shame to its failure to discharge the duty of this country as ncat
friend to Mexico.

EFFECT 07 DENUNCIATIONS,

What could this mean except to certify to Carranza and to
Villa that the RRepublicans asserted that our entering into Mexico
with the soldiers at that date though wholly for the purpose of
rescuing our own children was “ indefensible.” That it was * in-
terference.” Interference, Mr. President—that we were proceed-
ing to punish the bandits; interference—when we were seeking to
rescue our own sons; interference—when we were seeking to
protect the honor of our country? Interference—when we were
seeking to punish the murder of our own citizens. Then it was
that Carranza drew license and encouragement from this
indictment by the Republican Party, giving evidence and
testimony that the combined judgment of that party was that
our conduct was “indefensible” and * interference.” That we
were invaders. From this Carranza felt his opposition jus-
tified. It revived Carranza's charge. It gave approval to his
accusations and invited him to treat us as convicted of interfer-
ing in the internal affairs of Mexico in a manner “ indefensible ”
and in violation of what it charged to be * our duty as the next
friend to Mexico.” Thus Carranza and his people were aroused
to their sense of justification for any assault they would make
upon our soldiers by this, the declaration of the Republican Party
in its platform, announcing to the world its impeachment of its
own country—this summon to its country’s enemies to kill the
children of America as inferfering invaders, * indefensible”
and in violation of their duty before the world as the friend to
Mexico. Now, to add to this, that they might summon Villa
and his band of murderers to Join secretly and in common ecause
with Carranza, they added with adroitness and craft that our
other offense for which they justified any assault upon us by
Mexico, was that the United States offended Mexico—

Yﬂg? l:ndmg fnfluence * * * through rccognition of one of the
onas.

What did that mean except to inform Villa that our recogni-
tion of Carranza was, to the Republican Party, an offense un-
justified and which anyone had a right to resent, which a great
political party in America was resenting and protesting? Thus,
Villa had his new license to renew his assaults upon our people,
multiply his outrages upon our citizens.

PRODUCED JOINDER OF VILLA AND CARRANZA.

Now, here it is that [ summon America to behold this flaming
truth, that when this summons to Carranze and Villa to re-
venge the entrance of the American soldiers into Mezico and
the “interference of America in the internal affairs” and the
“ wrongful recognition of Carranza —it was then Carranza and
Villa combined; then it was they were in union; then it was
Jor the first time in the history of all the procecedings they
braved so far as to perpetralc the atrocity at Carrizal, and
under Trevino, the officer of Carranza, surrounded our sol-

diers after the habit of Indian massacrers, and there slew them
when they were powerless. All this in response to the cchoes
ringing in their ears from a Republican convention which sum-
moned them to the deed. Villa and Carranza felt invited and
approved by that unpatriotic band of political head-hunters as-
sembled in convention at Chicago, who were content to sound
any alarm to their own countrymen, to awaken resentment
against a Democratic administration, though its effect must
be to call a foreign foe to murderous assault upon the chil-
dren of America and bring death upon the soldiers of the
United States of America. Ii was the Republican convention
which slew the soldiers in Carrizal, By the doctrine of the law
which holds responsible those wha set in motion the machinery
that ends in the murder of a man, the Republican convention in
Chicago, these platform builders who denounced their President
and their couniry for punishing the murderers of Americans, to
awaken an issue wherever they could, these were the perpetra-
tors of the death of ihese Americans—these of this Republican
convention must be brought to the indignation of our country-
men of America and to the punishment by a just vengeance in
the hearts of humanity of all Ameriea.

Here this day I pronounce the doom upon these captains of
the Republican Party. I charge that when these generals shot
at the President of the United States they commanded the fol-
lowers of Carranza and Villa to Kill the soldiers of the Presi-
dent of the United States. On the heads of these Republican
generals I put the blood of every soldier who has suffered and
bled in Merxico at the hands of Carranza and Ville. On the
heads of these Republican captains I launch the curse of every
suffering mother in America.

JUDGE HUGHES ENCOURAGES OPPOSITION.

Now, sir, upon this platform the nominee was named. It
was Justice Hughes, who now in his announcement touching
Mexico says in his acceptance:

We have not commanded the respect; we bave made enemies, not
friends.

Who made these enemies for America? I answer, it was the
captains of the army now generaled by Candidate Hughes. Who
is it that deprived us of respect? I answer, it was those traitors
to the doctrine of patriotism that should have commanded from
every honest heart faithful obedience to an American President
when he was serving his country against a foreign foe. Judge
Hughes is nominated, and, Mr, President, what is interesting to
note is the proof of a conspiracy, which kept its subterranean
trail following the order of the snake that puts its head out of
the sands just before it strikes after its long course of creeping
through the underground. We note the further proof of this hid-
den conspiracy to use Mexico as the issue by inviting in every in-
direct way that could be adopted the assaults from any agency
of Mexico upon either property or men of America, by assuring
them that the judgment of our country was that we were in-
truders and “ interfering.” Interfering! Note the word. First
used by Mr. Root at New York, then by Senator Lodge at Lynn,
Mass., then the exact expression duplicated in the platform, and
after 35 minutes of time had elapsed from the time of the an-
nouncement of the nomination to the time of the automatic send-
ing of the telegram of Justice Hughes accepting his nomination
we find the prepared exactness of long dwelt over phraseology
and much slept over composition, artfully devised, and brazenly
following the design which had been constructed and now
executed to the object in hand of awakening revolt and in-
surrection in Mexico—murder and death if need be,” Judge
Hughes indicted this country as inferfering and multiplied the
charges of interfercnce from the highest possible sources, that
Mexico may feel that all of this country justified her in resisting
the intruder who was inferfering. Mexico felt approved in driv-
ing back the trespasser, by death if necessary, for invading his
country. See the expression on June 10 of the telegram of
Justice Hughes to Chairman Harping, saying:

We interfered without consistency and sought to dictate while we
wlgrlg ?l?lttyoonoemsd and utterly failed to appreciate and discharge our
P "

Shall Justice Hughes, an eminent jurist, say that in crossing
the border and entering upon pursuit of these bandits we were
interfering? We might expect these expressions from those
unlearned in the law or of the rights of the law when inspired to
them through small political purposes, to misrepresent and mis-
state, but Justice Hughes must know that by treaty, suggested
in 1882, approved in 1885 under Mexican Minister Manero
Romero—here at Washington—there was provided the right to
cross the border with our soldiers and pursue the bandits and
punish those who had violated the sanctity of our soil through
crime. How could this eminent officer so carelessly fall into the
conspiracy of the adoption of accusations that had been con-
ceived and constructed for uses most effective because of the
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method of their employment, and how could he say we were
“aot concerned™? Has patriotism fallen so low and politics
descended to so despicable a depth that for the purpose of
eraving political support of the concessionaires, land pirates,
and murderous marauders, and those who are their indorsers
and sponsors that any man of high poesition, one of presumed
credit or standing, would say that America “ was not concerned ™
in the death of her cion children, in the muwrder of her own
soldiers, in the dislionor to her own soil, in the insult to her
flag? Yet we are told that this clanse was the spot of attraction
in the Repuoblican platform., Then we ery: “Out damn'd
spot—out ! ™

Is it possible that Justice Hughes believes that by thus join-
ing his party and condemning the efforts of America 1o rescue
her children and punish their assailants he could gather political
support to himself and his partyf? Is it conceivable that Amer-
ica, once awakened te the object, would not resent it by every
honorable method at its command and repudiate the authors of
the purpose, as they would conspirators who betray the Republic
when in the defense of the Nation? Who in the Natioa, upon
beholding the truth, would not turn upon the perpetrators and
lash them from the temple of the Republic, as Christ did the con-
spiring gamblers of fortune from the temple of his holy Church?
Mr. President, history never has approved, history mever will
approve, and mankind has never rewarded the condemnation by
a party of its own country, and the repudiation of the deliverers
of its own sons only in order to achieve political profit from the
disloyal nct,

Gladstone was a powerful man in England in 1884-85; Gordon
and his followers in Egypt had moved toward the Sudan. Soon
they were closed in at Kharteum, and the Mahdists, led by their
chief dervish, imperiled their lives. An expeditionary and
punitive force was ordered forth from England to rescue them,
but obstruction so retarded the relief and the condemnation of
the followers of Gladstone of the undertaking, multiplied the
difliculties—aided by the censure of those in the design charg-
ing “ failure of duty "—as bringing upon the country the result of
Gordon's critical predicament. This defeated unity of rescue.
Gordon was killed. Gladstone was powerful. But this course
of his followers so awakened the indignation of England when
she realized what had been the effect in the Sudan of the ob-
struction and censure by the political followers of Gladstone
that it turned upon Gladstone and wvisited upon him the only
humiliating punishment his great life was compelled to endure.
He was driven for a while from power, as Justice Hughes and
his allies will for all time be kept from power as a punishment
for the unholy course they have taken through which to obtain
power and exalted situation.

CANDIDATE REFUSES APPROVAL OF AMERICA.

And now, sir, that one may see to what degrading depths am-
bition may send noble natures, note the indifference of patriot-
ism or affection to the United States of America of these
political speculaters on blind chance; these who hope to make
of Mexico and its miseries and of America and her compliea-
tions a bridge over which they could pass to the temple of
power through party success, Mr. President, the erigencies
Jor the protection of the border demanded of the President
of the United States—the Commander in Chief—ihat he order
his citizen soldiery, the National Guard, to the border. The
order went forth. It seemed as if war was on us. I[i seemed
as though, should the prisoners not be promptly released and
Carranza not heed the :visdom of the just conciliation, that all
Mexico would be upon the front and back of the young sons
of America. These sons had demanded ts go.

The President had commanded them to march on June 19.
Under that order they went forth. From thousands of homes
young men leaped forth adermed in their new uniforms—some
with saber at side, some with gun on shoulder, all with
knapsack upon their back, honor throbbing through their hearts
and patriotism burning through their bodies. Music played
upon the air, the nationnl anthems were trumpeting to the
American. The national spirit of our countrymen was aroused ;
our children were going forward again, #s they had in 1776, in
1846, in 1898, in the cause of humanity. The leaders of public
opinion and eminence were asked their opinion of the order.
All gave appreval. All delighted to shout their farewell and
“God bless you." Justice Hughes is now ihe candidate of
his party; he is at New York City; he is on an errand to meet
Chairman Willcor and his political advisers. He is asked what
e has to say as fo the calling out the Guard and the mission.
His response, “ Nothing to say.” Nething to say! Is it true, oh,
God in heaven, that a political aspiration could se everwhelm
the nobility of a Christian soul living in Amenica, who, behold-
ing his country on the verge of war with a foreign nation, could
not rescue himaelf from the contemplation of what might be the

political loss by approval of the course of a political opponcnt,
sufficient o cry out as an Americen, * It ig well; the cause iz
the cause of our country; victory lo ils arms, honor to its flag.”
No; Justice Hughes had not a woerd! Before all the world,
with civilization Ustening for the verdict of mankind, when
union of America would have been lhoped for by every patriotic
soul of any man, the candidate of the Republicai: Party, who
had been honored by his couniry, could not find it compatible
awith his pelitical hopes to utter one word of encouragement to
his country, one hope for ils welfare, or a prayer for ils suc-
cess when it was on the way before the world to oppose @
Joreign foe. And this when public press had announced that
the foreicn foe had been incited o its resentments against
America by other foreign foes in Agia and in Furope—and
Villa asserting that he now had Germany and Japan as allies,
Si? it is beside the question whether the accusation be true or
not.

The exhibition to the world at such moment that there was
no division belween Americans as to the cause of America
against a foreign enemy would have done all to have made impos-
sible that there could cver be cooperation from foes without,
a. well as from the political conspirators within. But Juslice
Hughes, who in his declaration on Monday night presents him-
self as the ultra-American, throbbing with ardor for his coun-
try and burning with patriotism, when tested in the moment
of his couniry's peril—if his course should be partyism or
patriotism—claimed the privilege through the advantage of
silence of refusing contribution of patriotism in any crpression
of an indorsement of the action of his native land.

But if Justice Hughes were so restrained in the fear of losing
political advantage that he could not approve the order of the
Commander in Chief of the course of his country as it moved
on to a foreign foe, surely he might have observed these young
men. They were leaving their homes. They were departing
Jrom school. They were bidding good-bye to mother, and grasp-
ing the hand of father in farewell. They may never sec home
again. They may fall under a sniping assassin. They may
linger in fever and wither in disease. They may sink to un-
kmowon graves and their bodies decay in umkown spaces with
nothing to mark the holy place save the streaming tears of
mother dropping upon the imagined spot wwhere her dreams
tell her her son sleeps. Surely to these he could hare had a
word ; a “ God bless you,” some ery of success to arms, some en-
couragement to their noble purpose. They were patriots and in
their first sacrifice for country. It was not for them to reason
whether Wilson was right or wrong, whether the Democracy
or the Republicans were right or wrong, theirs was “not to
reason why, but te do and die.”

FOT A WORD FOR THE SOLBIERS.

Justice Hughes had his gallant son then at camp in Platts-
burg. Surely out of the affection he bore him and the wish for
his well-being that was in the soul of him, as well as the
tender affection h. bore to the mother of the boy—surely
by this standard applied to all other sons and mothers he might
have sent one word of cheer. To the mother and father of these
boys he could have sent some thought that could have con-
soled their grief, and to the boy some word of praise that
could have strengthened the daily march, with its hideous suf-
ferings, which lay before him. But no, not a word said Justice
Hughes; when asked, “ Nol a word to say.” Is there anyone
who feels that Justice Hughes is not a man of heart? Such a
one does not know him. Is there anyone who thinks he is not
a man of feeling? Buch a one has failed to observe him. Would
there be anyone who could fanecy that there was not in the heart
o him all sympathy, and in the life of him all hope, there was
in the heart and the soul of any man who was a true patriotf
Certainly not. We grant him this in the justice that Democ-
racy extends in her equily ever given lto all mankind. It is
because of this fact that we stand bewildered for rcason and
palsied at the exhibition, compelled as we are to contemplate
how a great man twho had held eralted situation, when called
upon to anlicipate the possibility of winning the highest office
in America, by refusing to approve his couniry or breathe
a blessing on her sons; strangled every emotion, cholked erery
sensation, and bade farecwell to every impulse of duty, that
he might not lose political support from any quarter which might
resent his exhibition of foirness on the one hand or his exclama-
tion of pairiotism on the other. Here we note that one of his -
friendly critics said his “bearing on the oceasion was like a
Roman,” to which every American replies, “ I would rather Le
the dog that bays the moon than such a Roman.”

CONDEMN TUTTING GUARD ON DORDER.

Mr. President, now, Justice Hughes, following along the
course of his predecessors in condemnation and malediction of
sending the soldiers of the guard to Mexico, said that taking
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them from their homes and their business was inexcusable.
What would Justice Hughes do? What would he have done in
the matter of Mexico? Now, we propound to Justice Hughes:
Would you have recognized Huerta? What would you have
done in Mezxico at the time under the circumstances? Why is
it that nowhere in your declaration you say what should have
been done, what you would have done, what youwr party would
have done, whai it will do, what it expects to do? Why not
give to the couniry what remedy you would have enforced, wha
method you would have taken, or now, with all the evidence
that could not have been seen by our adminisiralion, but is
plainly seen by you, what now will you do? Whom will you rec-
ognize in Mezico? Will you withdraw the soldiers sent in by
President Taft? Will you refuse to protect the border, and if
you withdraw the guard before order is restored what will you
put in its stead? What do you tell your countrymen you will
offer as a substilute for the mainienance of peacef? Justice
Hughes criticized the sending of the guard. He says that they
were unprepared. Who says so? The Republican Party. What
would they have—that there should have been a perfect Army—
a standing Army of such numbers as to have been promptly sent
into Mexico to have made it unnecessary to send the guard?
Then the reply is that there was no such army in eristence.
The Republicans had been in power for 16 years preceding the
advent of Wilson. They expended thirty thousand millions of
dollars under the pretense of national defemse. If there was
no army which could have been sent into Mexico, who was re-
sponsible! And why this false pretense of responsibility for
ils absence hinted to be put upon the Democratic Parly of three
years in power? Buil we will not charge the Republican Party
with misfeasance in failing to have such an army.

Every country was at peace, with few indeed willing to incite
it to war, and if it is true that * Wilson changed his mind,” as
i8 charged, and brought his country to the realization of the
necessity for increasing defenses, let it be understood that this
was made necessary by the increased perils which were upon
the country, not to be seen or apprehended when the President
sought to have his country removed from the possibility of an
“ armed camp,” And if any ::an shall ask what brought about
these increased perils and the necessity for the change of posi-
tion, I reply that it was these Republican captains, who, anz-
ious for issue on militarism against Americanism and willing to
gponsor militarism against Americanism, continually cried out
to every foe America had, “ Come forward; our couniry is help-
less; we will show you where to strike; we will lay our finger
upon the vital spot that you may behold the signs. We testify
to you if you have any grievances now wreak them. We betray
the confidence of our country to you. We reveal her secrets.
We show you the apot that is vital, that is uncovered and de-
fenseless. This i8 your hour to sirike. We invile you for that
in the striking down of our country we can point lo it as the ful-
fillment of our prophecy that militarism was necessary to
America and that sh2 vas ‘unpreparec.” They were willing to
have their land despoiled by the invader, their ports blockaded,
their cities laid waste, their fields aflame, their children strewn
upon every hillside and valley dead, to have justified the charge
they r ade before the world against their own country that it
was helpless and powerless.

IF * UNPREPARED "—WHO REEPONSIELE?

If it were helpless In its defenselessness, the Nation will re-
member who was responsible for it. That the Republicans
were in power for 16 years unbroken and had 16 years to
achieve that which, if necessary, was necessary before their
eyes, clear as it would have been before the Democracy or before
any citizenship; and, if not necessary, it was an imposition and
crime upon the citizen and tazpayer to cry the danger lo force
taxes from him whose burdens already had become so great as
to overcome him in his march of life, put on him by Republican
administrations of profligacy and political pillage. These it is
who cry patriotism, nalional defense—who it is now that con-
demn us for sending the soldiery into the country, where before
they said our offense consisted in not sending them earlier and
in greater number. While pretending to patriotism they con-
demn every exhibition of courage, and hope to invite the indigna-
tion of mothers and fathers against the Democracy because
their sons have been called to duty. Those who left the country
helpless against invaders and enemies now would leave it de-
fenseless if by doing so it could increase the Nation's embarrass-
ments and awaken political following to its new doctrine of
hypoerisy.

Now these announce themselves—the patriots of peace and
unity—and yet with our Nation once again composed in peace,
her cltizens of every nationality forgetting the differences that
once divided them, and all turning their faces to the call of love

and the demand of patriotism, we find that before them is the
leader of the Republicans, who as though he were a shouting
dervish, now in the name of “ Belgium " and the “ horrors of the
Lusitanie,” summoning his followers to madness, howling them
to frenzy, demand that they tear at each other until they rip
apart the healing wounds, that he may drabble his hands in the
spurting blood, and by waving them in their dripping redness,
summon his countrymen to the fury of internal dissension,
race conflict, and human hatred. Their children to be pitted
against each other. The women to be torn from friendships
and the homes to be blackened again with the shadow of dark-
ness and despair. Where peace was, he will light a flame, and
where there 1was the beauly of love, he will set a festering
blister. No love, no peace, no union. All shall be conflict and
hatred, and our citizens in riot that he, amidst these hatreds
and reawakened conflicts, could be foricarded by the impact
and rush to place and power.
TRYING TO AROUSE PARENTS AGAINST UNITED STATES,

Now, these also would awaken the resentments of every mother,
the retaliation of every father, because their son Is upon the
border bearing the burdens of a national patriot to secure peace
and to avoid war. You Republicans cry out the injustice, as
you claim, of having these young men in such condition of
“ inconvenience and vicissitude ' ; you exaggerate the conditions
of distress, and magnify what are the possible sufferings they
could endure. And yet you now pronounce through your can-
didate with a message to the world that had you had your way
in making war against Germany and declaring war with the
world for the * vindication of Belgium " you would have sent
these younyg men, huddled lik. ecattle, upon the board of every
raft and vessel upon the raging seas, expiring with sick-
ness on shipboard, hungering for wani of food, crammed in
polluted places infested with vermin, and when landed on the
opposite side of the American world, in Europe, to be met with
the combined armies of Furope, the ship bearing them shot to
fragments, America’s sons killed in legions, or, il ever landed,
to be marched to hills and valleys, where they were to lie down
in death, unmarked in grave, where their mothers and father:
would know them no more nor hear their last cry as theg
breathed out their young lives in sacrifice to the barbarism of
those who would have established America upon the doctrine
of militarism and send her children in millions to die in foreign
lands for conquest of foreign countries.

Surely America will hurl upon you the malediction of St.
Matthew upon the Pharisees:

Ye are likened to whitened chres, which appear beautiful out-
ward, but within are filled wi all uncleanliness and unrighteous-
ness—

and ery unto you, “ Ye Pharisees and hypocrites, how shall ye
escape the damnation of hell? ”
I'HE PEOPLE UNDERSTAND.

Mr. President, this Nation is not deceived. Her people will
not be deluded in foolishness or deceived in fraud. The truth
has awakened to them. The American citizen knows of the bur-
dens that have been laid upon this administration. He knows
the days of care and nights of agony borne by that man in
the White House during those critical hours when the Nation
trembled in the balance of war with the world or peace with
earth. The citizen saw how this captain of the Democracy
stood at the head of his ship, with his eyes scanning the
distant seas, knowing the treacherous rocks ahead and that
on every side were the reefs and all around him the pirates
who would wreck his ship that they might feed and fatten
upon its stranded cargo of liberty and justice. Still he stood
steady, unafraid, the storm blowing about him, the winds
howling against him, all earth trembling in terror around
him ; but true to the gingle star of “ Peace on earth good will to
men ” he steered. Seemingly this captain had God for a pilot.
And to-day we are in harbor, in the haven of peace. Malice
could asperse him, slander could calumniate, disloyalty could
wound him, and treason at times obstruct him; but all of the
combined powers of his opposition could not defeat him.

He was one, momently by error's host assailed,
Stands strong as truth in greaves of granite mailed ;
And tranquil fronted, listening over all the tumult
Hears the angels say, * Well done.”

MEXICC UNDER WILSON.

Sir, there, too, stands Mexico. As she has been, so shall
she remain, the stepdaughter of our Republic. Though pros-
trate by oppression, stripped by her despoilers, and profaned by
her ravishers, she shall still be the charge and care of this
her protecting mother. We take her by the hand, we bring her
to her feet, bid her take new hope to the days when through
our aid, by the agency of humanity, and through the sancity of
religion, she shall inherit freedom as her state, liberty as her
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justice, and to her children teansmit the blessing of a free coun-
try, we ordain that she shall live under a constitution guaran-
teeing the freedom of press, the freedom of man, and the free-
dom of worship. Upon these she will build anew to the splendor
of her future, and be welcomed in the family of nations as a
republie purified by sacrifice, and through the aid and friend-
ship of the United States to be at peace with her children and
sovereign to lher people.

This is the blessing for Mexico to enjoy through America’s
decree—administered in the dispensation of justice and liberty
by the people’s great Democrat. America’s Christian gentle-
man, Woodrow Wilson. [Loud applause from the galleries,
checked by the Vice President.]

During the delivery of Mr. LEw1s's speech,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which
will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A Dbill (H. R. 8234) to prevent interstate
commerce in the products of child labor, and for other purposes.

After the conclusion of Mr. LEwis's speech,

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I have just listened to the most
remarkable political harangue which in my limited experience
I have ever heard upon the “stump,” and which certainly I
had never expected to hear in the legislative halls of the Con-
gress of the United States. I shall detain the Senate only a
very short time. I shall not attempt to make a speech, Mr.
President, and to reply to this remarkable outburst would be
to dignify it. But there are some passages in it which I desire
to emphasize in the Recorp and to which I shall refer for that
purpose, and that purpose only.

We have been told not only by the Senator [Senator Lewis, of
Illinois] through his notice given here but also through the news-
papers of the country that the Senator from Illinois intended
to deliver a speech in which he proposed to reply to the RRepub-
lican candidate’s notification address, particularly with refer-
ence to foreign affairs. We have been told even through the
press that the Democratic campaign committee would use hun-
dreds of thousands of copies of this speech in the present
campaign.

Mr. President, understanding the issue, which the Senator
does not even refer to, as I think I do, and as I think it will
be presented to the people in this campaign, I will say frankly
to him, first, that if I were conducting the campaign for Mr.
Hughes and I could not obtain copies of the Senator’s speech
from him or from the Public Printer I would expend every
cent in the publicity fund of the Republican Party for dis-
seminating the speech throughout the United States, and with-
out an answer to it, letting it go, except as it had been an-
swered by the President of the United States himself and by
his Secretary of State. Without an answer, as I said, except
to take the words of the President and the other officials of
this Government and of Carranza himself. . Without an an-
swer, I say, I would trust to this speech alone if I was think-
ing only of partisan results to achieve those results and elect
AMr. Hughes as the President.

The Senator belongs to that recent school of statesmen in
this country developed during the last three years, developed
since the minority party was successful in the last campaign,
who are teaching the doctrine that patriotism means servility
and subserviency to your party leader. Exactly, in more
respects than one have the Democracy of this country or their
leaders placed themselves upon an equality with those who are
now ruling Mexico.

Do you hear the word “ patriotism ™ in Mexico? In what
terms is it phrased? *“ Yo soy Carranzista "—I am a Carran-
zista ; * Yo soy Villista "—I am a Villista ; * Yo soy Zapatista "—
I am a Zapatista.

The old boast for the last 35 years in Mexico upon publie
occasions made by their orators was not * Long live Mexico, my
country,” but “ Yo soy hijo de Porfirio Diaz”—I am a son of
Porfirio Diaz.

This class of statesmen who constitute the leaders of the
Democracy of this country would assure their followers that the
campaign ery is not “I am an American,” but “I am for
Woodrow Wilson"—" Yo estoy para Wilson.,” Anyone who
speaks of Americanism is against America. Any speaker who
dares to present to the American people the facts on the Mexi-
can question, because in presenting such facts necessarily those
facts themselves condemn Woodrow Wilson, then that speaker
is n traitor in the eyes of the Senator from Illinois and his
class of statesmen, and his mouth should be closed.

Sir, I may say to the Senator I can see more resemblance
than one between his Demoeratic Party and the party of Car-
ranza, between the leader in his political views and the politieal
views announced by Carranza.

I have here on my desk a decree of Mr, Carranza just issued
referring to the election which is called. Oh, how happy would
be the Senator from Illinois could Woodrow Wilson promulgate
and enforce such decrees, On the 24 of June in this body I
made a speech upon the Mexiean question, in which I detailed
from Carranza’s own mouth the kind of * government” which
existed in Mexico; that he was the legislative, the judicial, and
the executive, the head of the army, legislating solely by decree,
and teienltorciug his decrees by guns, passing upon them by court-
martial.

Now, I may say for the information of the Senator, that tele-
grams were sent to the Carranza so-called government, calling
attention to the criticism delivered here in this body which
was, in turn, reflecting presumably, or would so reflect upon the
administration now in power In this country, and the demand
was made as I am informed that elections be called in Mexico,
They were called; and I have here the decree; and the qualifi-
cations of electors and the qualifications of office seekers as fixed
by Mr. Carranza’s decree at the elections to be held in the month
of September are, that neither the electors nor the office seckers
should have given either armed or tacit assistance to anyone
clse than Mr. Carranza. The Villistas, the 20,000 Zapatistas
armed and controlling four States in Mexico, the Feliclstas
controlling five States in Mexico, the millions of people through-
out the Republic who have acquiesced in any attempt of anyone
to resist the outrages of Carranza’s bandits, those who have
hidden away an ear of corn for the purpose of feeding their
starving children, are disfranchised, and only Carranzistas shall
vote.

He appoints the judges of election, he appoints the officers of
election, he prescribes the qualifications of voters, he overturns
the constitution of the union, he sets aside the constitution of
the State, he abolishes the election laws fixed by the constitu-
tion, he ignores the State laws and State lines, he appoints
municipal election officers, he names the municipal election can-
didates, he prescribes the qualification of voters (that they
shall be Carranzistas).

If Mr. Wilson could enforce a decree at this election to pro-
vide that only followers of Woodrow Wilson should vote, how
grateful would be the great statesman from the State of Illinois.

Mr. President, I am now taking more time than I had ex-
pected to take. The Senator says there is no issue, that it is
merely “ Mexico.,” The Senator knows in his heart what the
issue is. The Senator is a Senator of the United States, and he
knows that one of the issues which will be presented to the peo-
ple and upon which they will pass will be an issue which was
made when government was born, an issue lying at the very
foundation of government itself.

May I ask the Senator what his idea is of the duty of gov-
ernment to its citizens? You will be compelled to answer some
questions, sir, You will be compelled to declare your position.
The people of the United States will want to know what this
Government was formed for., Why does the citizen or in-
dividual surrender his Inherent right to self-protection to society
of which he becomes a part, if not in consideration of a reciprocal
promise that if he will support this Government, coming to its
assistance as the Serbs and Greeks and Roumanians and Bul-
garians and the French and the Germans have gone to the
assistance of their respective countries from Asia, from Pata-
gonia, from the coal fields of Colorado, from the farthest corners
of the earth at the call of their stricken country in time of
need, that in turn his Government will support and protect him?

Sir, I am told that Serbs and Bulgarians and Greeks and
Germans and French and English have gone to the assistance
of their country. Why? Not because of the love of Kaiser
Wilhelm, not because of partisan fealty to some crowned head
or some elective President, but because of patriotism, the love
of country; and the very foundation stone of patriotism, of
love of country, is the mutual obligation that the ecitizen must
protect and assist his country in time of danger, and his
country must take over the protection of the citizen when he
is in danger.

The very foundaftion of government itself is the issue in-
volved in the Mexican question in this eampaign, and you will
meet it al every crossrouds and in every street and in every
paper. You will meet it from the White House to the hum-
blest hut left standing at Columbus, in my State. Do not
think you will escape it. The American people will be called
en to know whether they will hold you responsible for the
violationg of your platform pledge that you would protect
citizens in Mexico.

I say here and now, and I defy you to deny it, that the
pledge of the protection of Ameriean citizens and their con-
stitutional rights on the border and in Mexico was made in
1012 with a desire to create an issue for the administration.
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Your returning delegates made those statements and attempted
to secure votes upon the platform pledge. What you claimed
was an issue with the Republican administration, and upon
that you conducted the campaign in the border States—in Ari-
zona, New Mexico, Texas, and California; upon the plank in
your platform promising that you would protect our citizens in
Mexico. Now, in the result of the recent primaries in Texas
you have felt their resentment at your abandonment of the
issue which you made, or attempted to make. You carried all
the southwestern States along the border upon this issue, and
then when I, a Senator In this body, offered your platform
pledge as a resolution, without crossing a “t" or dotting an
“{,*" your caucus leader objected even to its consideration.

My desire was to iake it out of politics and make it the
declaration of the united parties standing for Americanism in
this body. Your caucus leader objected to its consideration
and your statesmen spoke against it. Your colleagues were
against its consideration, and referred it by the majority of
your votes, by all your votes I may say, by your power, to
the Foreign Relations Committee, where your Democratic plank
still rests undisturbed, forgotten from that day to this—lost
among the secret archives of the Foreign Ilelations Committee,
just as you have lost American honor on the plains, in the
deserts, and in the mountains of Mexico.

Sir, the issue is the platform pledge. Here is your Presi-
dent speaking to Mexico, a telegram sent by him August 27,
1913, as furnished me several months ago by the State De-
partment, in which the * consul general was instructed to
notify all officials, military or civil, exercising authority that
they would be held ‘strictly responsible’ for any harm done
to Americans or for injury to their property.” Further, the
consul general was instructed that, as he might have difficnlty
in reaching the consuls in the northern States, they would be
reached directly from this department. I have here a copy of
the telegram sent to those northern consulates. You would have
never enforced or endeavored to follow up the threat that you
proposed to hold every official throughout the Republic of
Mexico, civil or military, “ strictly responsible” for any harm
done to an American citizen or for any injury to his property.
You will be confronted with that promise, with that state-
ment, by thousands of American fugitives driven from Mexico,
their wives outraged, their children murdered, their compan-
ions killed by their side, forming an organization now, not
political, but to tell the truth to the American people.

You will be confronted with the fact that Germany had her
consuls in Mexico, that she had an ambassador in the City of
Mexico, that this telegram was posted in front of the American
Embassy and in front of every consulate in the Republie. Ger-
many knew the threat which you had made. You had used the
words * strict accountability " or “strietly accountable,” Ger-
many knew, sir, without the necessity of an intimation from
your Secretury of State that when, on February 10, prior to the
sinking of the Lusitania, she was told by you that if she did
pursue her underseas wurfare, and thereby an American citizen
was harmed, that this Government would hold her to “ strict
accountability.” She kvew that it was a lie. You will later, I
think, change your opinion that there is no issue involved in this
Mexican question.

Mr. President, T am not going inte this matter at this time
at any great length. I may warn the Senator now that in the
future he and other Senators here and the administration had
better be a little eareful how you attack American interests or
Americans having interests in Mexico.

-I may say to you, sir, that congratulating himself, and being
congratulated by his leaders upon his Moebile, Ala., speech re-
ferring to concessions-in Latin Amerieca, the President of the
United States insulted every Latin-American country on this
continent. These countries knew, however, that he was simply
entirely ignorant upon the subject; they know that those of you
who speak of grafting concessions, oil concessions in Mexico,
are simply ignorant. Every Mexican knows, and every lawyer
who has had anything to do with a Mexican eil concession,
so-called mining concession, railroad concession, or any other
so-called concession in Mexico, knows that there is no such
word as * concession,” first, and, second, that the contract en-
tered into between the party asking the contract and the Govern-
ment generally is simply an exemption from the import duties on
machinery.

A contract entered into between such a party and the secre-
tary of the interior, as he is called, the secretary of fomento in
Mexico, that that contract after being entered into, after he has
placed a bond in the treasury for his compliance with it, must
be submitted in full to the Mexican Congress, must be debuted
in that body, and must receive the approval of a majority of
both branches of the Mexican Congress. Then upon certitica-
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tion made by the speaker of the House, the president of the
Senate, the secretary of the Senate, and the secretary of the
House must go back to the President. He communicates it to
the department with instructions that it be printed and promul-
gated. The Senator may go to the country with that issue.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Savrseury in the chair).
Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from
New Hampshire?

Mr. FALL. I do.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Mexico lives on
the border and has acquainted himself very thoroughly with the
situation in Mexico. I will ask the Senator if he can approxi-
mately state—leaving out the marines that were killed at Vera
Cruz and the soldiers who have been killed sinee our troops
went into Mexico—how many Americans have been killed in that
country, and whether or not reparation has been demanded or
received for the murder of American citizens?

Mr. LEWIS., Mr. President, may I say that the observa-
tions——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Mexico yield to the Senator from Illipois?

Mr. LEWIS. I was only going to ask that the observations .
of the Senator from New Hampshire, always interesting——

Mr. FALL., I yielded to the Senator from New Hampshire
for a question. :

Mr. LEWIS. I was only going to ask the Senator from New
Hampshire to speak a little louder. I should love to hear what
the Senator from New Hampshire says; the Senator’s observa-
tions are always interesting and sometimes informing, and I am
delighted to hear him.

Mr. GALLINGER. I was troubled during an hour and a half
to understand what the Senator from Illinois said.

Mr. LEWIS. 1 am not responsible for the obtuseness of the
Senator.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, who has the floor?

MTheFPRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Fary].

Mr. GALLINGER. With the permission of the Senator from
New Mexico I will tell the Senator from Illinois what I said.

I asked the Senator from New Mexico if he could approxi-
mately state to the Senate, he having been in Mexico and on the
border, how many- American citizens had been killed in Mexico,
leaving out the marines who were killed at Vera Cruz and the
soldiers who have been killed since our troops went into Mexico,
and whether or not reparation has been demanded and whether
or not adequate reparation has been made for the murder of
American citizens?

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, briefly answering the Senator's
question, I will state that 267 Americans have been killed in
Mexico, as per the list which I have verified myself, It is
claimed by others, however, who have taken more pains pos-
sibly and had better opportunities to obtain the information,
that there have been over 500 Americans killed; at any rate,
267 1 think I can safely veuch for. As to whether there has
been any demand for reparation, Mr. President, of course not;
none whatsoever, No demand for reparation has been made for
any of them. Even when the Santa Ysabel massacre oc-
curred, when 18 Americans were shot down, when their clothes
were stripped from them, when they were mutilated most hor-
ribly—and I can present to Senators privately the report of
the surgeons’ examination ef the corpses—even then, sir, when
the attorneys for the heirs of those people came here, and the
deparunent was asked if an attempt could not be made to secure
some measure of damage or some reparation, they were refused
any aid or assistance by this Government. That has been the
eourse of this administration from its inception, never to pre-
sent any such demand, except in one instance; that being the
case of Mr. McManus in the city of Mexico; and Mr. Villa—
outlaw bandit under the decree of the President of the United
States recognizing Carranza—Villa himself paid 20,000 pesos
for the death of McManus. This is the only instance in which
the matter has ever been taken up or referred to.

Mr. President, if 1 had not intended to refer to the Senator's
remarks at all upon any other point, T want to extend to him
my political thanks for the statement which he has made to the
Senale that this Government—his administration—was just
about to recognize Pancho Villa as the governing foree in
Mexico, when by the efforts of these traitors te the United
States—that menns the opponents of Woodrow Wilson in the
vocabulary of the distinguished Senator from Illinois—when
these Republicans prevented the recognitien by this Govern-
ment, which he assures us was just abeut to be mnde, of a man
whom Mr. Lansing denounces, even as late as June 20, 1916,
as a bloody-handed murderer, whose eareer of crime was knewn
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from one end of Mexico to the other, whose reputation as an
assassin has gone thronghout the broad confines of the earth. I
am politically grateful to the Senator for the statement—
which I knew to be true, but of which I did not until he spoke
have proof—that this Government was just on the eve of recog-
nizing as the head of the de facto government, Pancho Villa,
horse thief, murderer, liar, assassin for hire, his character
known to the State Department at the time that this Govern-
ment was just on the eve of recognizing him as the governing
power in Mexico, when these traitorous Ilepublicans, by their
clamor and denunciation, prevented it. Politically I thank
you for that statement; as a citizen, as a Senator. I bow my
Liead in shame that any administration should have fallen so
low as to have.made an associate and have attempted to make
a copresident of Villa, whom the Senator from Illinols ap-
parently admires.

Mr. President, I shall only refer to one other matter. The
Senator knows about as much about what has gone on in Mexico
as anyone else on his side; and that is nothing, except possibly
that Pancho Villa was going to be recognized. He knows
nothing more about the subject generally than he does about the
specific subject, for instance, of concessions. :

He criticizes the Republican platform because the Republican
platform on Mexico says that the United States has not done its
duty to Mexico and that it has not done its duty to the other
countries of the world. Why, sir, I may inform the distinguished
and learned Senator that those words in the Republican plat-
form are copied from Woodrow Wilson’s message to the Con-
gress of the United States on August 27, 1913!

Mr. LEWIS rose.

Mr. FALL., I can not be interrupted now, if the Senator will
excuse me.

In his message to the Congress of the United States Woodrow
Wilson in proclaiming his intention not to recognize Huerta
did not himself deal with the protection of Americans, did not
proclaim the rights of American citizens, did not proclaim the
rights of this Government with reference to Mexico; but he
only relied for authority for his action, and only cited to the
Congress of which the distinguished Senator was then a Mem-
ber, I believe—he only cited to them as his reasons for his
action the interest of Mexico; and the fact that he said the other
countries of the world had placed their interests in our hands.
Read his message and then undertake to criticize the Republi-
can platform upon the subject.

Ah, Mr. President, the Senator, of course, as a court jester
rather than as a statesman, undertakes to saddle responsibility
for the murder of Americans at Columbus and for the murder of
our soldiers at Carrizal upon the Republican Senators and upon
the Republican candidate. That is worthy of the Senator, pos-
sibly, as an actor, but it is unworthy of the Senator’s great
attainments and his position in the Senate of the United
States.

Sir, T will not undertake to encumber the Recorp nor to de-
tain the Senate with a recitation on the massages backward
and forward between Mr. Carranza and the President of the
United States, nor between the generals in command preceding
this cident, this murder and massacre at Carrizal—the gen-
erals of Carranza in command on one hand, and of our generals
on the other—except to detall rapidly this: Trevino, the general
in command of the department of the northwest or of the north,
notified Pershing in writing that the latter could only move
his soldiers north ; that he should not move them south, east, or
west. Pershing immediately notified Trevino—and his note to
Trevino was published in the daily press, and it can be found, I
presume, in the War Department—that he had no orders from
his Government not to move his troops east, south, or west;
that, until he received such orders, he would move them where
he pleased; and that if Trevino undertook to carry out his
threat by attacking his detachments, he would hurl the whole
Amerlean Army at Trevino’s army. This was the brave mes-
sage of a brave American soldier in command, attempting to
protect the soldiers under him. He did send a detachment
under Capts. Boyd and Morey and Lient. Adair. He did send
those detachments, in accordance with his instructions from
this Government, in pursuit of bandits, and they were shot
down at Carrizal by Trevino's men. Pershing did not resent
their death; he did not carry out his threat to Trevino; and
the bodies of those boys were lying sweltering in the hot sun—
it may be said that they were only * niggers "—he did not carry
out his threat to hurl his army against Trevino. Still, no one
questions for a moment the reputation of Pershing as a brave,
courageous American soldier, who makes no bluffs.

I will ask the Senator the next time he appears in publie to
answer why Pershing did not resent the attack upon his detach-
ment at Carrizal? I ask the Senator to answer why no soldier

of the American Army has ever gone into Carrizal from that
day to this, and why the wounded were allowed to wander on
the plains, famishing with thirst, a hundred miles from water,
the wounded negro soldiers who were fighting for their country?
I ask yen why they were allowed to wander until some were
rescued by charitable Mexicans, others found their way into
the houses and homes of charitable American ranchers, and
others died, and their bones were cleaned by the coyotes? You,
a BSenator, dare to attribute these things to those who would
criticize a policy that sends to their death American men and
fo worse than death American women, sends starvation to mil-
lions of Mexican children, and sends to their death, without
hope of revenge even, brave American soldiers and brave Ameri=
can officers! Why, Mr. President, T am hesitant for words, be-
cause I say to you, sir, that if I pronounced my judgment upon
the so-called speech to which we have listened here to-day my
words would not be parliamentary.

Now, sir, T am not going to say anything more; but as the
Carrizal matter has been referred to, I want to read a tribute by
Dean Collins, published in the Portland Oregonian on the day of
the funeral of Lieut, Henry Adair:

ADAIR OF CARRIZAL,
[By Dean Collins.]

I had thought that our hearts would leap, Adair,

That our hands would clutch at the sword and gun;
I had thought that our spirit of old would flare

At the tale of the deed that yoa have done,
Buin !ﬂle'nt we vgalk utc}l slll;i:\ﬁ roublte, y

* peace " says the op above your pall;

But the blood you shed ls red—how rt-dy—-

Red on the sands of Carrlzal.

I had thought we would rise on the wings of fame;
Thatl a river of swords would southward flow,

And voices of battle would cry your name
As they cried the name of the Alamo,

But we mutter our prayers for the rest of your soul}
And how shall rest on your spirit fall

When we bow the head, while the blood you shed
Cries from the sands of Carrizal?

I had thouﬁhl—-hut my thnuﬁhts were lies, Adair,
For my heart was not with that art imbued
That fashions a diplomatic snare
To throttle a Natlon's gratitude.
The stotesmen bulld u|i the forms of peace,
Where words look large and where lives look small,
While my hot cheeks flame with the blush of shame
For the cry—unanswered—from rizal.

The funeral honors are done, Adair,
And under the earth your body 1les;
Thrilliog and sweet un tie vibrant air
That last long wall of the bugle dies.
Well was your duty done, Adair,
And duty to us alone may call ; 3
And the blood you shed—low red, how red—
Cries like a bugle from Carrizal,

And I may say that “form of peace” built with words—
words from the White House, words from the Senate Chamber,
words from your national committee, words from your public
speakers, words from your partisan press—that “form of
peace " built up by you as a fetich for the people of the United
States to worship, will be torn to shreds when the issue which
you so much fear confronts you upon every stump and every
platform in the United States in the coming campaign. We will
let the red sands of Carrizal ery to the people, and the mighty
hosts of true Americanism will answer that cry and, like a
great flame, will avenge the death of Adair at Carrizal.

You and your colaborers in the political vineyard undertake
to befoul the issue by appealing to the American people upon
the ground that some Americans are interested in Mexico; you
undertake to cover your acts of omission and commission in
refusing, except with words, to protect American citizens; you
undertake to cover your retreat, to cover your trail, first, by
appeals to the peace sentiment, and, second, by the denuncia-
tion, not of the murderers in Mexico, whom you refuse to hold
responsible, even when you have them in your hands, but of
Republicans who have done their duty. You refused to hold
Castillo responsible when he was in your jail in El Paso and
in your military prison. He was deported by you to Habana,
Cuba, although he was a man who at the Cumbre tunnel sent
to their death by fire 15 Americans, including an American
woman with her five children. Castillo was denounced by you;
his surrender was demanded of Huerta; and when he came
across the border of his own volition and you arrested him,
you sent him in safety to Cuba, from whence he has returned
to join Carranza, with the avowed intention of fighting the
United States in the event of war.

Why, sir, you served notice—and you have found before now
that I make no statement that the records will not substan-
tiate—you served notice on Randal, the governor of the State
of Sonora, under these circumstances: You allowed Obregon to
bring troops through the United States to attack Villa, and you
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are responsible for the murder of Americans at Columbus be-
cause Funston was told that Villa would -«visit his wrath on
America. Villa had made a speech when he disbanded hls army
of 12,000 men, stating that he would no longer fight Mexicans,
that he would no longer spill Mexican blood, but from that time
on, as the United States had recognized Carranza, he would
devote his attention to killing Americans and raiding the
American border. The American consul or vice consul, speaking
Spanish and understanding the Spanish, conveyed that speech
to Funston, and warned him of the intended raids on our
border. Furthermore, sir, I may say to you now that I warned
the State Department and the President of the United States
three years ago not to allow the troops of one faction to be
sent across our border, because it would result, as it had re-
sulted before, in the death of American citizens. I may say to
Scnators that my warning was not even acknowledged.

Under these circumstances, Randal notified the Government
of the United States: *If you allow Obregon’s troops to pass
through Ameriean territory I will not proteet American citi-
zens.”  And he posted notices at Cananea, nt Hermosillo. and all
over the 3tate of Sonora, and the facts were reported to the
State Department verbatim by the American consul. The de-
partment answered, directing its agent to notify Randal, in
effect, that if the life of one American citizen in Sonora was
Jost, this Government would hold him—Randal—personally re-
sponsible,  What happened? Beltran, Randal's general at
Cananea, shot down Bean, an American. The American con-
sul, or consular agent, took the inatter up with the Government
at once, and a few days after Randal was driven from his
home by the vietorious troops of his opponent across the bor-
der., and surrendered to the Awmerican military authorities.
The civil authorities attempted to get him on this side, but
could not do so. The Mexican general stood on the other side
and said: “ You have said that you would hold this man re-
sponsible for murder. He is responsible for Bean's murder.
Turn him over to me and I will kil him.” The American
consul, who stood by lis side, telegraphed that to the State
Department, and suggested that if we did not want to take
steps to punish Randal he should be turned over to Obregon,
who was standing there waiting for him. However, you re-
fused to do it, and Beltran enlisted under Villa, and was the
leader, with Pablo Lopez, a little later, of that band which shot
down Watson and his 18 companions at Santa Ysabel.

You will have issues enough, sir, in this campaign.
President, T am through.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
New Mexico for his attention for one moment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHArroTE in the chair).
Poes the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from

Hinois?

Mr. FALL. I am through. The Senator may have the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is
recognized.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I desire the attention of the
Senator from New Mexico for just a moment. Knowing the
Senator desires that the premises from which he draws his
conclusions shall be accurate, 1 beg, first, to have him under-
stand that there was never an expression from me about the
United States Government recognizing Villa as a government,
but recognizing Villa as a force to bring about peace and order,

Mr. FALL. No; I did not misunderstand the Senator. The
reporter's notes will show what the Senator said,

Mr. LEWIS. The Senator from Illinois did not make the
statement., The Senator from New Mexico was simply draw-
ing the deduction from the word * recognition,” and I wanted
to let him know the exact sentence, so that he would not do
himself an injustice.

Mr. FALL. The Senator alluded to it more than once, and
that was what brought me to my feet, for I wanted to nail that
statement in the REcorp.

Mr. LEWIS. I am anxious to bring the Senator to his head.

Mr., FALL. Well, Mr. President, it would be more appro-
priate possibly, in view of the learning of the Senator, that I
should kueel at his feet, but I am a little weary.

THE CALENDAR.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Arkansas if he will not allow the unfinished business to be
temporarily laid aside, so that we may take up the ealendar for
consideration the remainder of the afternoon?

Mr. ROBINSON. A number of requests have been made that
that be done, and I ask unanimous consent that not later than
6 o'clock this afternoon the Senate stand in recess until 10
o'clock on Monday morning, and that the unfinished business be
now temporarily laid aside.

)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked
that at not later than G o'clock this afternoon the Senate take
a recess until Monday morning at 10 o'clock, and that the un-
finished business be laid aside temporarily. Is there objection?

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is that at not later
than 6 o'clock the Senate take a recess until Monday morning at
10 o'cloek, and that the unfinished business be temporarily laid
aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none,

Mr, OVERMAN, Mr. President, I understand the request
applies to unobjected-to bills?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That request has not been
made as yet.

Mr. SMOOT. Now I ask unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of the calendar under Rule VIII,
beginning with Order of Business 593, and that only the bills to
which there is no objection be considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator
from Utah is that the Unanimous Consent Calendar be taken
up and proceeded with, beginning with Order of Business 593.

Mr. OVERMAN. Unobjected-to bills.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unobjected-to bills.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator
if he will not add to his reguest that any bill that has been
passed over, to which a Senator desires to recur, he may be
permitted to recur to, of course under the same conditions?
_9;? SMOOT. That is, passed over after Order of Business
H !

Mr. GALLINGER. Ne; that we have already passed over.
There may be a few such bills.

Mr. OVERMAN. There is no objection to that.

Mr. SMOOT. That is, after the calendar is finished.

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, at any time,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request for unanimous
consent, as the Chair understands it, then, is that the Senate
take up the calendar, beginning with Order of Business 503,
and proceed to the end of the calendar, and then any Senator
desiring to move to take up——

Mr, SMOOT. No; any Senator asking unanimous consent to
take up a bill that has been passed over may do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes: by unanimous consent.

Mr. GALLINGER. Under the same conditions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Any bill passed over may be
taken up and considered by the Senate. Is there objection to
the request of the Senator from Utah? The Chair hears nene,
and it is so ordered.

BILLS OF INTERPLEADER BY INSURANCE COMPANIES.

The bill (H. R. 12541) authorizing insurance companies and
fraternal beneficiary societies to file bills of interpleader was
announced as first in order.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jer-
sey [Mr. Hugues] is very much interested in this bill. I have
Just come in, and do not see him on the floor. He has been
opposing some of the amendments. I favor the amendments.

Mr. ROBINSON, I suggest that the bill be passed over
until the Senator from New Jersey arrives,

Mr, SHIELDS, I will ask that it be passed over and be
taken up later in the day.

Mr. SMOOT. I object to its consideration at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be temporarily
passed over.

Mr. HUGHES subsequently said: Mr, P'resident, I under-
stand that House bill 12541 was temporarily passed over in my
absence. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. The bill was the first
one called, and the Senator from Tennesse¢ [Mr. SHErps]
requested that it go over for the purpose of sending for the
Senator from New Jersey, The Seaator from New Jersey now
asks unanimous consent to consider that bill.

Mr. NELSON, 1 ask that the bill be read.
bu’%‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the distriet courts of the United States
shall have original cognizance to entertain suits in equity begun by
bills of interpleader where the same are filed by any Insurance com-
pany or fraternal beneficiary society, duly verified, and where it is
made to appear by such bill that one or more persons, being bona fide
claimants against such company or society, reside within the jurisdic-
tion of sald court; that such company of soclety has made or issued
some policy of insurance or certificate of membership providing for the
pui),'ment of a sum of money of at least $300 as insurance or benefits to
a beneficiary or beneficiaries or to the heirs, next of kin, or legal res-
resentative of the person insured or member; that two or mer: adverse
claimants, citizens of different States, are claiming or may claim to be
entitled to such insorance or benefits and that such company or soclety
derwﬂlts the amount of such insorance or benefits with the elerk of
sald court and ablde the judgment of sald court. In all such cases
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the court shall have the power to issme its process for said elaimants,
returnable at such time as the sald court or a judge thereof shall de-
termine, which shall be addressed to and served by the United States
marshals for the respective districts wherein said clalmants reside or
may be found; to hear said bil of Interpleader and decide thereon
according to the practice in equity: to discharge sald complainant
from further liability upon the payment of said insurance or benefit as
directed by the counrt, less complainant’s actual cuurt costs; and shall
have the power to make such orders and decrees as may be suitable
and proper and to issue the necessary writs usual and cnstomary in
such cases for the purpose of carrying out such orders and decrees:
Provided, That In all eases where a beneficiary or beneficlaries are
pamed in the policy of insurance or certifieate of membership or where
the same has gwn assigned and written notice thereof shall have been
given to the lnsurance company or fraternal benefit soclety, the bill
of interpleader shall be flled in the district where the beneficiary or
beneficiaries may reside.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, T do not like to object to
the consideration of this matter, but I have had so many letters
about it that I feel that it ought to go over. It is a matter
that will require some discussion.

Mr. SHIELDS. Are the Senator’s letters in favor of the bill?

Mr. POMERENE. A good many of them favor it; yes. They
come from the insurance societies. The objection, as I see it, is
this: They seek to have all of this litigation in the Federal
courts, and it will compel poor litigants who may be bene-
ficiaries under this legislation to go perhaps a hundred or two
hundred or three hundred miles in order to litigate their claims,
and in my judgment it will operate as a substantial denial of
justice to many of these people.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the Senator’s objection is
based upon the bill as it passed the House, and in my opinion
is entirely sound; but the Commtitee on the Judiciary has re-
ported an amendment to obviate that very trouble.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President, I do not believe my atten-
tlon has been called to the amendment. I should like an oppor-
tunity to go over it.

Mr. SHIELDS. The amendment requires the suit to be
brought in the district where the beneficiary named upon the
face of the policy resides.

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, yes; but even in that instance, Mr.
President, in my own State, for example, many of these poor
people—who may be workmen, or may be widows, or may be
orphans—will have to go 200 miles to court to have their claims
adjudicated. Now, I realize that the associations are put to
some inconvenience ; but they have thelr staffs of attorneys and
agents all over the country everywhere.

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I again desire to suggest to
the Senator that this does not confer upon the distriet courts
jurisdiction of any case where such jurisdiction does not now
exist under the present laws, but it only provides for practice in
cases of which those courts now have jurisdiction; and the
objection which he states does not appear upon the face of the
bill.

Mr. POMERENE., If the Senator’s position is correct, I think
later on T will withdraw the objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator insist upon
his objection? )

Mr. POMERENE. T do insist upon my -objection at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -Objection is made, and the
bill will be passed over,

LANDS IN GUNNISON COUNTY, COLO.

The bill (H. R. 20) authorizing the county of Gunnison, Colo.,
te purchase certain public lands for public park purposes was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LANDS FOR CEMETERY ARD PARK PURPOSES.

The hill (H. R. 11162) to amend an act entitled “An act to
authorize entry of the public lands by incorporated cities and
towns for cemetery and park purposes,” approved September 30,
1890, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CRATER LAKE NATIONAL PARK, OREG.

The bill (H. R. 14868) to accept the cession by the State of
Oregon of exclusive jurisdietion over the lands embraced within
the Crater Lake National Park, and for other purposes, was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third fime, and passed.

3 WILLIAM H, INGLE.
The bill (8, 6381) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to

issue patent to William H. Ingle for homestead entry in Colo-
rado was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert :

That homestead entry 014316, Sterling series, made by Willlam H.
Ingle for the southeast quarter of section 5, township 1 north, range
49 west, sixth prineipal meridian, Colorado, be, and l? is hereby, vali-
dated and Eermitted to remain intact, In the same manner as thoug%

said Ingle had not, in the year 1873, made a homestead entry for 1
acres and perfected title thereto,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ELISHA A. CRANDALL,

The bill (H. R. 7419) granting a patent to a certain strip of
land to Elisha A. Crandall was considered as in Committee of
the Whole, It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to issue
to Elisha A, Crandall a patent to a strip of land formerly occu-
pied by the Northern Pacific Railroad Co, as a right of way and
embraced within the homestead entry of the said Elisha A,
Crandall to the east half of the southwest quarter and lots 6
and 7, section 6, township 56 north, range 2 east, Boise meridian,
for which patent was issue to entryman on October 16, 1903, the
said strip of land having been abandoned by the said Northern
Pacific Railroad Co.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

NATIONAL PARK BERVICE.

The bill (H. R. 15522) to establish a national park service, and
for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands with an amendment, on page 2, line 1, to strike out the
words “ Congress may from time to time provide for by appro-
priation or other act” and to insert “the Secretary of the In-
terior shall deem necessary,” so as to read:

That there is hereby created in the Department of the Interior a
service to be called t{e national-park service. which shall be under
the charge of a director, who shall be appointed by the Secretary, and
who shall receive a salary of $4,600 per annum, There shall also be
appointed by the SBecretary the following assistants and other employees
at the salaries designated : One assistant director, at $2.500 per annum ;
one chief clerk, at $2,000 per annum ; one draftsman, at $1,800 per an-
num; che messenger, at $600 per annum; and, in addition thereto,
such other ﬂ:&)lqgees as the Secretary of the Interior shall deem neces-
sary: Provided, That not more than $8,100 annually shall be expended
for salarles of experts, assistants, and employees within the Distriet
of Columbia not herein specifically ennmerated unless previously au-
thorized by law.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Utah .I?f this is creating another bureau in one of the depart-
ments

Mr, SMOOT. Mr, President, this bill is intended to do away
with the appropriation of money to four or five different depart-
ments now for ecaring for the parks., It will save expense to
the Government, and it will put the parks under one control.
The bill ought to be passed. The way it is now, some of fhe
parks are under the War Department, some are under the In-
terior Department, appropriations are made for other depart-
ments, and we can hardly keep track of the expenses.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the bill in terms or in any way abol-
ish the supervision that is now being exercised?

Mr. SMOOT. It places the supervision of all of the parks
in the service. It is simply a servicve here in the Interior De-
partment, and one ‘head will direct the parks of the country.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will that head have a corps of clerks?

Mr. SMOOT. We provide here—and there will not be nearly
the expense attached to this that there is to-day—for appro-
priations, as the Senator knows, in the legislative appropriation
bill and the sundry civil appropriation bill for the eare of these
parks and the payment of the employees in each of them,

Mr. GALLINGER. But those employees are already provided
for in the sundry civil appropriation bill and the 'money appro-
priated. Of course, they will not be disturbed, I take if.

Mr. SMOOT. After this bill passes they will either be placed
under this bill or else the appropriation made for them will not
be used. I assure the Senator that if T had the time now I could
demonstrate to him that it will result in a saving of money to
the Government of the United States.

Mr. GALLINGER. It doubtless will if the Senator’s conten-
tion is right, that these officials will not continue in their present
places and draw from the Government the money that has been
already appropriated inthe sundry civil appropriation bill.

Mr. SMOOT. T assure the Senator that that will be the case,

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I have nothing more to say.
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Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the Clerk read so fast that I
could not understand the bill. I hope he will begin to read a
little slower, so that I ean understand what the bill provides.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
bill again.

The Secretary again read the bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a great deal of
sympathy for the Reading Clerk. I have often wondered how
he stands up under the strain to which he is subjected, and I
never have objected to the Clerk not reading the text, for in-
stance, of appropriation bills; but I do think that when we are
considering the calendav the bills ought to be read. My atten-
tion was attracted to the fact that this bill provided for a direc-
tor—I believe that that is the title—and I wondered whether
that man was going to perform all the duties of this bureau,
beeause that is what it is; and had the Secretary read the bill, I
perhaps would not have asked the question at all.

1 am satisfied, Mr. President, that this is to be another great
bureau in one of the departments, and if it does not grow to be as
large a bureau as the Forestry Service I shall be disappointed.
But T am an eastern man and am not supposed to interfere in
western affairs, and for that reason I simply content myself
with the suggestions I have made about the bill.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I only want to be assured
by the Senator from Utah, who has this measure in charge, as
to the scope of the bill. As I understand, this only refers to
the large western parks. I can sce the few lines of section 2,
pbut I wanted to be sure that it was not interfering with the
parks in the District of Columbia.

Mr. SMOOT. It does not affect the parks in the District of
Columbia at all.

Mr. SAULSBURY. It simply refers to the national parks
now under the control of the Interior Department and the Hot
Springs Reservation, as I understand.

Mr. SMOOT. It refers to the Yellowstone National Park, the
Yosemite National Park, the Sequoia National Park, the Gen.
Grant National Park, the Mount Rainier National Park, the
Mesa Verde National Park, the Crater Lake National Park, the
Wind Cave National Park, the Platt National Park, the Sullys
Hill National Park, the Hot Springs Reservation, the Glacier
National Park, and the Rocky Mountain National Park.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am much in favor of treating the parks
of this city in a very similar way, so far as this area is con-
cerned ; but T wanted to be sure as to whether they were or
were not included, so that I eould examine the bill more care-
fully.

Mr. OVERMAN. What is the director getting now?

Mr. SMOOT. The director is getting $4,500 at the present
time. I will say that the department recommended that the
amount be $5,000; but the committee have simply allowed him
what he is drawing to-day.

Mr. OVERMAN. I remember that we had the matter up in
another bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; the Senator will remember that.

Mr. OVERMAN. Now, the question is, with one assistant
director at $2,500, and other items making $8,100 provided for
here, is that amount appropriated now in the bill?

Mr, SMOOT. About that same amount, only this specifically
states what their oflice shall be. The Senator will remember
that the Secretary of the Interior recommended an appropria-
tion of something like $12,100, as I remember, and we compro-
mised on something like $8,000 for it. That is outside of the
director’s salary; and this simply specifically states the posi-
tions, and will take the place of the appropriation already made.

Mr. OVERMAN. Had you not better have a provision here
that on the approval of this act the offices provided for in the
legislative bill are abolished?

Mr., SMOOT. There is no necessity for it.

Mr. OVERMAN., If the Senator thinks the Secretary of the
Interior can take those men over into this bureau, if that is
what it is—

Mr. SMOOT. I know that is just what he will do.

Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator knows that, then I have no
more to say. I will rely on the Senator, who says he knows it
will be done.

Mr. SMOOT. I do know it; and I know that it is just ex-
actly what the Secretary of the Interior intends to do.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, Mr. President, is the bill under
consideration?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have an amendment that I want
to propose to the bill, if it is now subject to amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection has been made
to its consideration up to this time. Consequently the bill is

now being considered by the Senate as in Committee of the
Whole, and is open to amendment,

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move to sfrike out the proviso
in section 3, on page 4. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreTary. On page 4, line 5, it is proposed to strike
out the following words:

Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Interior may, under
such rules and regulations and on such terms as he may prescribe,
grant the privilege to graze live stock within any national park,
monument, or reservation herein referred to when in his judgment
such use is not detrimental to the prima‘;f purpose for which such
park, monument. or reservation was created, -

Mr. SMOOT. Mr., President, I do not know whether the
grazing privileges are granted at the present time or not, but
I think they are. I am perfectly willing, however, to accept
the amendment and allow it to go to conference, and then we
shall see exactly to what extent the privilege is granted now.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not want it to go with that
consideration. I have special reference to the Yellowstone
National Park. The Yellowstone National Park is the habitat
of wild game which is being attempted to be very carefully
preserved. The only grazing privilege they are now allowed
is a grazing privilege of some acreage allowed to certain trans-
portation companies, and the mere picnic privilege of campers;
but I do not want a provision in here that will allow the
Yellowstone National Park to become a grazing ground of great
sheep and ecattle industries, as would be allowed by this pro-
vision.

Mr. SMOOT.
Mr. President.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, My, President, I should like to ask
a question. Does the Senator intend that the system of leasing
lands within these parks shall be abolished?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no system of leasing
lands within the parks.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Within the national forests, I mean.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Oh, this has no reference to the
national forests. This has reference only to the national parks.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Does the Senator know whether any
grazing privileges are extended within any of the national
parks?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I can only answer as to the Yellow-
stone Park; and, as I understand it, the privilege there is as
I have already indicated.

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN, I shall not'make any objection.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not believe there ought to be any grazing
in the Yellowstone Park.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope when this bill goes into con-
ference it will be so arranged that there will not be any indis-
criminate grazing in the national parks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the suggestion that some
Senator made strikes me with great force—that we ought to
provide for the transfer of these officials. I think that has been
our custom heretofore. Here are certain men appropriated for
in the sundry civil act. They are performing, I suppose, sub-
stantially the same service that will be required of them if this
bill should pass; but in this bill we are providing for another
force, and I know of no reason why the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, unless he chose to do =0, should transfer those men.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call the Senator's
attention to the fact that we are not appropriating a dollar in
this bill. We are not asking for the appropriation of a dollar.
We are simply providing for those positions, and they will be
appropriated for in the next sundry ecivil bill or the next legis-
lative bill, just as in the case of other positions. T will say to
the Senator that if we were appropriating the money in this
bill, it would be a different thing; but we are not. We are
just naming the positions. I simply said to the Senator from
North Carolina that the positions named here will take no more
money than we have already appropriated for the work that
is being done now, and not quite so much.

Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps that is so, Mr. President, but I
never have discoversd that there is any reduction in the force
in any of the departments of the Government, no matter what
we do here; and I shall be very greatly disappointed if we do
not find that we will have an added force if this bill passes.
However, I shall not raise an objection to it. I have sald all
1 care to say about it. I believe it is going to be a great bureau
in the near future.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further amend-
ments to be proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate.

I am perfectly willing that it shall go out,’
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The bill wans reported to the Sercate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.
The amendmenis were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.
The bill was read the third time and passed.
ESTATE OF MARY H. 8. ROBERTSON, DECEASED.

The bill (H. R. 12248) for the relief of the estate of Mary
H. 8. Robertson, deceased, was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

Mr. SMOOT. Mz President, I should like to ask the Senator
reporting this bill to explain it more in detail than it is ex-
plained in the report made by him to the Sensate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. Beckuax] is called upon by the Senator from Utah to
explain the bill,

Mr, BECKHAM. The report accompanying the bill contains
the substantial facts in the ease. It is a House bill and came
before the Committee on Claims and was considered there and
favorably acted upon.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Claims if this is one of the thousands of claims that
have come before the committee for the occupation of property
during the Civil War.

Mr. BRYAN. The report of the House committee shows
clearly what it is. It says:

This is a claim for rent of a dwelling situated in Padu Ky.,
from September 10, 1861, to October 8, 1885, by the Unlted States
forces under the command of and used by Brig. Gen. Lew Wallace as
his headquarters from Sﬁptemher 1v, 1861, till about the time of the
Fort Donelson fight, in , 1862. As soon as he vacated it it
was taken by, the m!Lita.r{ authorities in command of the Eost at
Paducah, and occupied and used by them as a convalescent hospital
continuously up to the Sth day of ober, 1865.

It seems, therefore, there is no doubt but that Gen. Wallace
and other authorities did take the building and agree to pay
rent for it, which has never been done. In that respect it dif-
fers very widely from the general run of the cases which have
been before the Committee on Claims for the use and occupation
of property.

Mr. SMOOT. The committee has generally referred these
bills to the department and asked for a report from the depart-
ment. In this case was that followed?

Mr. BRYAN. The House report states that the case had been
investigated by the Third Auditor and that—

There is sufficient evidenee upon which to imply a contract to pay
rent in this case. -

Mr. SMOOT. The department does not recommend the pay-
ment of it, nor does it say anything that involves the justice of
the claim.

Mr. BRYAN. The report shows the fact that it was investi-
gated by the Third Auditor.

Mr. BECKHAM. It was approved by the quartermaster and
then went to the Third Auditor and he allowed the amount, but
for some reason the comptroller disallowed it. The House re-
port states that a thorough investigation was made of all the
facts,

Mr. SMOOT. If the chairman of the committee says "ais is
differentiated from the thousands of claims that come here and
have been pressed here for the last 45 years for pruperty occu-
pied during the Civil War, I shall not object to the consideration
of the bill. v

Mr. BRYAN. Yes; the War Department reports that Gen.
Wallace did take charge of this building in 1861, and that it
was not returned to the owner until 1865. Undoubtedly they
used the building for over four years,

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, what puzzles me about
this claim is how it eseaped the serutiny of these diligent attor-
neys who are looking after these claims and presenting them
here in the form of an omnibus bill from time to time. This
seems to have escaped them in some way.

Mr. BRYAN. I think that is true about this. Those people
get hold of a claim and sit down, and if Congress passes it, then
they claim that they did it.

Mr. SMOOT. There is not anything in the report which states
whether the claim has been paid before or not. The department
does not say anything whatever in relation to it. It seems to
me that it is very loosely reported.

Mr, BRYAN. The Senator has not read the report in the
Fifty-fifth Congress. The committee was governed largely by
the fact that the members of the House committee in their report
say:

The claim is proved beyond a shadow of a doubt.

Mr. SMOOT, As the Senator knows, the House committee
is passing all kinds of claims bills now. I think there have been
more that have come to the Senate from the House thus passed

by the House this year than perhaps there have been in the last
12 years.

Mr. BRYAN. Most of them are on the calendar, and most of
them are claims for injuries that have been suffered by people
in the employment of the Government, revenue agents who have
been killed in the discharge of their duties, and cases like that.

Mr. SMOOT. Those ought to be paid.

Mr. BRYAN. T believe a good many of those bills have gone
to other committees. The Committee on Claims sat for three
or four hours some two or three weeks ago and went very
carefully through the House bills that appear on the ealendar,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not going to object
to this bill, but I wish to ask the Senator from Florida, the
chairman of the committee, a question. Near the close of the
last session we had an omnibus claims bill paying a long list
of claims for occupation and damage by the Federal forces to
property in the South. That was a House bill. At the same
time we had a bill reported from the committee to pay over-
time claims for employees in the navy yards and other similar
occupations. The Senator and I had a little colloquy about it,
and the Senator gave me to understand that that bill would be

taken care of at this session. The bill passed at the close of

the last session, but it was a Senate bill. I reintroduced that
bill some time ago, and it is in the Committee on Claims. I
will ask the Senator if he has given attention to that bill.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I noticed that when the calendar
was up last the Senator from New Hampshire made a state-
ment with reference to the overtime pay cases. The Senator
read a statement from the Recorp, in which I assured the
Senator that the bill would be taken up. The Senator said it
was at a time nearing the close of the session, perhaps nearer
the close of the session than this time. Mr. President, it was
on the afternoun before Congress adjourned when the Senator
asked me that question. However, the bill was taken up that
night and it passed the Senate.

So I do not know what purpose the Senator had in view in
reading that into the Recorn. The bill has not been reported
upon by the committee at this session,

Mr. GALLINGER. When I made the statement on the former
oceasion I overlooked the fact that the bill had been passed. I
knew what the southern Senators had done. I have since ascer-
tained what I did not know, that it passed the Senate, but that
did not do any good.

Mr, BRYAN. The Senator read from the REecomrp a state-
ment I made and seemed to draw the conclusion from that
statement that I had not kept my word with him.

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not mean to say that.
say the bill had not been reported at this session.

Mr. President, we are passing a great many private bills, it
is true, for claims. As the Senator from Utah says, there
have been a great many more at this session than usual, and
inasmuch as that bill was reported at the last session and passed
the Senate there seems from my viewpoint to be no reason why
it should not be reported again. :

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I do not want to take up time
unnecessarily, but since the Senator has raised that question
I wish to make a statement. Those claims are known as over-
time pay claims in the navy yard. They are technically clalins.
They originally arose from this state of facts: Men in port
claimed that they were on sea duty; that they were on the
ship. The result here depends on the constitution of the
committee. Sometimes the committee believe that they ought
to be paid and sometimes a majority of the committee have been
opposed to them.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator misunderstands the
bill I have reference to. It is not the difference between land
and sea pay. There is a list of those.

Mr. BRYAN. It is overtime pay in navy yards?

Mr. GALLINGER. It is claims for overtime in the navy
yards, largely.

Mr. BRYAN. The Court of Claims passed on those claims
and found the facts, what amount would come to each of these
individuals if overtime paywment was made. It was a simple
finding of facts. My recollection is that two Congresses ugo
the majority of the committee were opposed to the payment of
the claims included in that omnibus bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. How could they be when they had been
found by the Court of Claims to be just claims?

Mr. BRYAN. They had not been found by the Court of
Claims to be just claims. The Court of Claims found the
fact that if we paid for overtime the men had performed =o
much overtime work and would be entitled to so much pay, and
that is what the court held. But I was stating the fact that
four years ago the majority of the committee were opposed to
the payment of the claims. New members came upon the com-

I meant to
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mittee, old members went off, and last year or the year before
a majority were in favor of the payment of the claims. This
vear, as far as T know, they have not been submitted.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator perhaps did not understand
my question., I hope the Senator has not changed his view as
to the legality of those claims and the propriety of paying them,
because he reported the bill last year, and I simply ask the
Senator that they be taken up for consideration by the comn-
mittee at this session. :

Mr. BRYAN. So far as I know they have not been taken up.
The Senator knows that I have not been here continuously this
year. We have had a good many taken off the calendar since
I returned, and mostly they have been urgent matters. When
the Senate meets at 10 o'clock the Committee on Claims ean not
meet weekly, as it has been accustomed to do. It is impossible
to get the members there. We have devoted our attention to
emergency bills, such as are found on the calendar to-day, bills
where a revenue officer has been killed in the discharge of his
duty, and bills of that character.

AMr. GALLINGER. Most of the men who worked overtime
and whose clnims have been practically recognized by the Court
of Claims think their claims are emergency matters. 1 simply
wondered why it is that we are passing one character of claims
and not another; that is all.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF HECTOR AL M'DONALD,

The bill (H. R. 6758) for the relief of the legal heirs of
Heetor M. McDonald, deceased, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole. It proposes to pay to M. J. Haynes, public ad-
ministrator of the city and county of San Francisco, State of
California, as administrator of the estate of Hector M. Me-
Donald, decensed, for and cn account of the legal heirs of said
decensed, the sum of £261.20, taken from the body of said
Hector M. MeDonald, deceased, and ddeposited to the credit of
the Treasurer of the United States with the First National Bank
of Juneau, Alaska, on May 16, 1908, and subsequently covered
into the Treasury of the United States by miscellaneous warrant
No. 2088, fourth quarter of 1908,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordeéred to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HEIRS OF WILLIAM D. ALLEN.

The bill (H. R. 2052) for the relief of the estate of William D.
Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to pay to the legal heirs of William D. Allen, deceased, of
Oswego, N. Y., $320, for work performed in the release and
rescue of the lighthouse tender Hare,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

STEAMSHIP “ ESPARTA.”

The bill (8. 3681) for the relief of the owners of the steam-
ship Ksparta was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with
an amendment, on page 2, line 1, after the word * authority,"” to
strike out the worsds * to ascertain the amount of the said dam-
ages and to enter judgment in favor of the owners of said
steamship Esparie for the same,” and insert * to determine the
liability of the United States therefor; and, if found liable, to
render judgment against the United States for any damages
sustained by the owners of said steamship Esparta,” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the claim of the owners of the British steam-
ship Esparte against the United States for damages sustained by them
in and on account of the collision between thelr said vessel and the
United States lighthouse tender Magnolic on October 26, 1905, in the
YPasses of the Mississippl River, below New Orleans, be referred to the
District Court of the United States for the Eastern District of Loulsiana,
with jurisdiction and authority ‘to determine the liability of the Unit
States therefor, and, If found Hable, to render judgment agalnst the
United States for any damages sustained by the owners of said steam-
ship Esparta.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amwendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ENLARGEMENT OF BOTANIC GARDEN.
The bill (8. 6227) to increase the area of the United States

DBotanie Garden in the city of Washington, D. 0., was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library,
with an amendment in section 2, page 2, line 4, after the word
“ thereof,” to insert the following proviso:

Provided, That the location of conservatories and other Improve-
ments of a permanent character which may be bullt within said parcels
shall be confined to areas not intended as the site for future public
bulldings and driveways in the plan for that vicinity prepared by the
park commission.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it cnacled, ete.,, That the United States Botanle Garden, situated
in the city of Washington, D. C., be, and the same Is hereby, increased
and enlar by attaching thereto those two certain parcels of land
gituated, lying and belng between Third Street on the east and Sixth
Street on the west, and Missourl Avenue on the north and Maine Avenue
on the south, which said parcels are known as East Seaton Park and
West SBeaton Park.

BEgc. 2. That sald two described parcels shall upon the passage of
this act become part and parcel of the said United Btates Lotanle
Garden and immediately available for the pi ses thereof : Prouvided,
That the location of comservatories and other Improvements of a
permanent character which may be built witbin sald parcels shall be
confined to areas not intended as the sites for future public buildings
and wwa“ in the plan for that vicinity prepared by the park
commission.

Bec. 8. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with any of the
provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed.

Mr. JONES. That does not change the Botanic Garden? It
is simply an enlargement of the present location?

Mr. GALLINGER. It simply takes in two little ragged parks
that are of no use and are owned by the Government,

AMr., JONES. That is all right.

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator if it takes in any
buildings?

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all ; it takes in no buildings of any
description.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed. -

CONNEES BROS.

The next business on the calendar was the resolution (S. Res.
232) referring to the Court of Claims the bill (8. 5656) for the
relief of Milton C. Conners and George G. Conners, doing busi-
ness under the firm name of Conners Bros., and by unanimous
consent the Senate proceeded to its consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu-
tion is agreed to.

WOMAN BUFFRAGE.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, the view of the presidential
nominee of a great party upon so vital a question as suffrage
is not only of importance to this body but to the whole country.
A complete understanding of such view is essential at this time
in the consideration of political issues and conditions by reason
of the fact that there is pending in Congress a proposed amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States, generally called
the Susan B. Anthony amendment, intended to grant equal suf-
frage to the women in all of the States of the Union. Similar
amendments have been introduced and have been voted upon at
prior Congresses. Such amendment can not become a part of
our Constitution and operative until it passes Congress by a two-
thirds vote and is ratified by the vote of the legislatures of
three-fourths of all the States. So far no such amendment has
received the necessary vote of Congress to entitle it to be sub-
mitted to the States. Under these circumstances, as represent-
atives of the people in the legislative body before which such
amendment is pending, it is our duty to inquire most diligently
with regard to the present view of each presidential nominee
and his intended attitude toward such legislation in the event
of his election.

What is Mr. Hughes’s view with regard to woman suffrage?
With due respect and in all serlousness I ask this question of
those Republican Senators upon this floor who were instru-
mental in obtaining Mr. Hughes's nomination and who partici-
pated in the preparation of his platform. Tloes he stand upon
his declaration made upon the 31st day of July in his speech of
acceptance of the nomination or upon his declaration contained
in his telegram sent to Senator SurTHERLAND on the 1st day of
August? In his speech of acceptance he said, *“1 Indorse the
declaration in the platform in favor of woman suffrage.” Such
declaration in the Republican platform is set forth in the follow-
ing words:

The Republican Parttil. reaflirming its :nith in government of the pro-
ple, by the ple, for the people, as a re of justice to one-half the
adult people of the muntg‘ favors the extension of the suffrage to
nonllfn. but recognizes the right of each State to settle this question for

self.

So Mr. Hughes, in indorsing that declaration in the platform,
declares that he * recognizes the right of each State to deter-
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mine this question for itself.,” This is a positive and definite
declaration of his view as held by him on the 31st day of July.
It is an emphatic declaration against the granting of woman
suffrage by the passage of the Susan B. Anthony amendment
or by any other Federal action. No other construction was in-
tended by the framers of that plank in the platform, and it is not
subject to any other construction. Will Senator Boras, who
prepared the plank and submitted it to the subcommittee of the
platform committee, give it any other construction? Will Sen-
ator Lobge, the chairmuan of the platform committee, who pre-
sented such platform to the Republican convention, give it any
other construction? Did not Mr. Hughes know at the time that
he made such declaration that those who prepared and submitted
that plank were and had always been most intensely antago-
nistic to the Susan B. Anthony amendment and to every effort
to grant woman suffrage through Federal amendment to the
Constitution of the United States or through any other Federal
action? Was he not aware that the direct issue was made before
the Republican platform committee between those who favored
a Federal amendment to the Constitution, those who favored
suffrage through the action of each State, and those who were
bitterly opposed to the granting of woman suffrage through any
methods? Did he not know that that issue was determined
in favor of those favoring State rights and against those con-
tending for Federal action? As a well-informed public man we
have a right to assume that he was famillar with the great
debates in the Halls of Congress upon this burning issue, but if
he was not he should have informed himself with regard to the
party construction of such plank before he unequivocally in-
dorsed it. He would only have had to turn to the pages of the
CoxcressioNar Recorp and read the speeches of those who pre-
pared, submitted, and adopted such plank.

Senator BoraH, in a speech made in the United States Senate
upon such subject on the 17th day of March, 1904, in quoting
from a prior address given by him before a committee of women
of Baltimore, said:

I informed ,Eour committee, when asked to speak upon this occaslon,
that I would be glad to take part in this meeting, provided it did not
commit me to the Elruposition of the proposed amendment to the Con
stitution now pending before Congress. 1 am an earnest advocate of

woman suffrage, but 1 believe it to be both Inexpedient and unwise to
attempt to secure it otherwise than through the respective States.

And again in said speech, for the purpose of emphasizing his
unalterable opposition to the Susan B. Anthony amendment, or
any other action by the Federal Government looking to the
granting of woman suffrage, said:

But there is another reason—and it is even a more controlling reason
to me, because It goes to what I conceive the very foundation prineiples
of the Republic—and that Is the old doctrine, discarded and worn, but
vital and indispensable, the doctrine of State rights for local affalrs,
I can not conceive of a State, or anything of sufficient dignity to be
called a Btate, which has lost the right to say who shall vote for its
State officer,

And again in the same speech he said:

8o, Mr. President, this joint resolution does not stand upon the gues-
tion of woman suffrage. The minute you leave the States and thrust
the campalign for equal suffrage into the national domain the women of
this countiry take upon themselves the race question; they take upon
themselves these comiallcatﬂ] problems which arise by reason of con-
ditions upon the Pacific slope; they take upon themselves numerouns
propositions wholly dissociated and divorced from the woman-suffrage
question Itself. hy do so?

In view of the foregoing statements by Mr. BoraH, could Mr.
Hughes have had any doubt at the time he Indorsed the plank
prepared by Mr, BoraH as to its meaning relative to the national
amendment?

“The right of each State to settle this question for itself ” is
not compatible with the right to settle the question through
Federal action. If Federal action is taken, if the Susan B.
Anthony amendment be passed by Congress and submitted to
the States, the right of each State to settle the question for itself
may be destroyed, because by such method three-fourths of the
States could grant woman-suffrage in all the States, including
the one-fourth of the States which might have voted against
woman-suffrage. The plank expressly and clearly demands that
each State be permitted to settle the question for itself and not
one for another.

So Mr. Hughes, on the 31st day of July, in his speech of
acceptance of the Republican nomination, declared against
woman suffrage by Federal amendment. This would terminate
the question had not Mr. Hughes on August 1, the day following
his speech of acceptance, made another declaration upon the
subject directly opposed to his former declaration. In a tele-
gram to Senator SUTHERLAND, of Utah, on the 1st day of August,
Mr. Hughes stated his views on the suffrage question in the tol-
lowing words:

Your telegram has been received. In my answer to the notification

to woman
ave no ob-

I did not refer to the proposed Federal amendment relatin,
suffrage, as this was not mentioned in the platform, I

As I sald in my speech,
?uestlon of woman sufirage
8 of such a nature that it

iectlun. however, to stating my personal views.
think it to be most desirabie that the

should be settled
should be settled

MJ view is that the proposed amendment should be submitted and
ratified and the subject removed from political discussion,

Here he states most emphatically, “ My view is that the pro-
posed amendment should be submitted and ratified and the sub-
ject removed from political discussion,” and yet on the prior
day he said, in indorsing the plank in the platform, “The Re-
publican Party * * * recognizes the right of each State to
settle this question for itself.”

It is possible that Senator Boram, who prepared the plank,
or Senator Lopee, who submitted it to the convention, may have
discussed this matter with Mr. Hughes since these conflicting
declarations were made, and they may be prepared on his be-
half to state which view the distinguished gentleman now holds
and what view will govern him if he should be elected. While the
people have a right to know which view Mr. Hughes now main-
tains, the most important question is, “ What would Mr. Hughes
do with regard to such suffrage amendment if he should be
elected President?” Would Mr. Hughes in his first message to
Congress urge the passage of the Federal amendment providing
for equal suffrage? Would he use his influence with the leaders
of his party to bring about the early passage of the Federal
amendment?

If his last declaration is a correct expression of his views,
would he, in the event of his election to the Presidency, use the
power of his office to impress his views upon the Republican
Members of Congress or would he submit to the views of his
party publicly expressed in the platform in opposition to any
Federal action with regard to suffrage? If he should pursue
the latter course, he would be no more helpful in the passage
of the Federal amendment than President Wilson, because
President Wilson has never attempted to impose his personal
view with regard to weman suffrage upon the members of his
party, but, on the contrary, he has always maintained that
it is a matter for individual determination. Will Mr. Hughes
speak on behalf of the Federal amendment for equal suffrage
during the coming campaign? If he should be elected and
should thereafter say to those who favor equal suffrage by
Federal amendment to the Constitution, * I still personally fa-
vor such amendment, but my party, in the platform upon which
I was nominated, has declared it to be the policy of the Re-
publican Party that such matter is not a subject for national
legislation, but must be determined by each State for itself,
and I am bound by that party declaration,” the cause of na-
:ionnl suffrage would be worse off than it is at the present

me.

I respectfully submit that the American people are entitled
to a definite and final statement by Mr. Hughes with regard
to these matters.

During the delivery of Mr. PITTatAN’s speech,

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President—

Mr. PITTMAN. I decline to yield.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I call for the regular order. We are
on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no way for the Chair
to determine whether the Senator from Nevada is discussing
the resolution under consideration or not. For that reason
the Chair dves not feel at liberty to restrain him from speaking,

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, we are on the calendar under
Rule VIII and we are limited to five minutes’ debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada has
not been speaking for five minutes yet.

After the conclusion of Mr. Prrraan’s speech,

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I was unable to hear all that
was said by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrraas], and I
am not sure whether or not he declared himself to be in favor
of the Susan B. Anthony constitutional amendment. I believe
the Senator represents a State that has granted suffrage to
women, and I should like to ask him whether or not he is in
favor of that amendment?

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask that the next bill
on the calendar be stated, so that something may be before the
Senate,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire asks that the next bill on the calendar be laid before the
Senate.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; that is, if the matter which was
last before the Senate has been disposed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was a resolution, and it
was agreed to. There is now nothing before the Senate.

1prom].)tl}z. The question
or the entire country.

| Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the next bill in order on the
calendar be stated. \
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FARMER'S STATE BANE OF EUREKA, ILL.

The bill (H. R. 8630) for the relief of the Farmers' State
Bank of Eureka, Woodford County, I1l., was announced as next
in order, and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole pro-
ceeded to its consideration. It directs the Secretary of the
Treasury to pay to the Farmers’ State Bank of Eureka, Wood-
ford County, Ill., $200, in full compensation for claims on
account of the loss of revenue stamps purchased and paid for
by said bank and which were lost in the United States mails
in transmission of the same from the office of the collector of
internal revenue at Springfield, IlL, to Eureka, Woodford
County, Tk

The PRESIDING OFFICEL. The Senator from California.

Mr, WORKS. Mr. Prasident, I have submitted my question
to the Senator from Nevada,

Mr. PITTMAN. In reply to the question of the Senator from
California, I will state that I intend to vote for the Susan B.
Anthony amendment.

Mr. WORIKS. Does the Senator from Nevada know whether
or not it is the intention of the majority to bring up the reso-
lution hefore the Senate for action during the present session
of Congress?

Mr. PITTMAN. I know that the joint resolution is in charge
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHERLAND], who introduced
it in the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT and Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, Oh, no.

Mr. PITTMAN, At least, I so supposed.

Mr. CLAKK of Wyoming. The Senator from Colorado [Mr.
TraoymAs] has it in charge upon the floor, I believe.

Mr. PITTMAN. The joint resolution was introduced by the
Senator from Utah; and if I have done him an injustice in
saying that he had charge of it, I, of course, withdraw the sug-
gestion. I naturally supposed, however, that, having introduced
it, he had charge of it

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, The Senator from Colorado is the
chairman of the Committee on Woman Suffrage.

Mr. WORKS. The Democratic caucus has been determining
from time to time what bills and resolutions shall be taken up
during the remainder of this session. My question was whether
or not it was the intention to include this joint resolution
among the number?

Mr. PITTMAN. I think it is the intention of the Demo-
crats—although I am hardly in a position to speak for the
Democrats on this side of the Chamber—to pass, if possible,
all the bills:upen the calendar,

Mr. WORKS. That is, it is the desire of the Senator himself
that the joint resolution shall be brought to a vote?

Mr. PITTMAN. It would be my desire to bring it up, if it
could be disposéd of and passed. I will state for the benefit of
the Senator that quite a while back some of the western Sena-
tors who favor the Susan B. Anthony amendment held a meet-
ing, which was attended by Mrs. Carrie Chapman Catt and
others who desire an early vote on the matter; and those Sena-
tors who were present, including myself—I do not know whether
the Senator from California was there or not—favored early
action upon the amendment.

There is another very powerful element of the advocates of
woman suffrage who are opposing the bringing up of this
amendment at this time. Miss Anne Martin, who is chairman, 1
believe, of the Congressional Union for Woman Suffrage, has
written to me, awl has written to other Senators within my
knowledge, urging that this matter be not brought up at the
present time, So there s no unanimity with regard to the time
that the measure should be acted on. Personally I should like
to see it passed promptly.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from
Nevada is himself in favor of the proposed constitutional amend-
ment; and, whatever may be tlie differences to which he has
referred amongst the women, has the Senator made any effort
to have the matter brought up in any form either before the
Democratic steering committee or elsewhere?

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes; I have been discussing it recently with
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomas], who is the chairman
of the committee, and other individual members of the com-
mittee.

Mr. WORKS. But, Mr. President, the joint resolution of
which T am speaking is on the calendar, and I ask what dispo-
sition there is to take it up and vote upon it?

Mr. PITTMAN, I think that a number of the western Sena-
tors—I do not remember whether or not the Senator from Cali-
fornia was present—agreed to attempt to get a unanimous-
consent agreement that this matter might be voted on without
debate, but I do not know whether or not that has been accom-
plished.

Mr. WORKS. Does the Senator know whether any effort of
that kind has been made on the other side of the Chamber?

Mr. PITTMAN. I presume the Senator from Colorado, the
chairman of the committee, can answer that question.

Mr. WORKS. The chairman of the commitfee can answer.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I was unaware, until notified
in committee, that this subject was before the Senate.

Mr. WORKS. That is hardly an accurate statement.

Mr. THOMAS. And it is suggested to me now by the Senator
from Florida that it is not before the Senate. So, perhaps, my
assumption is an improper one; but, responding to the inguiry
of the Senator from California, which was made since I entered
the Chamber, I may say to him that some two or three weeks
ago I addressed a letter to each Senator asking if he would
consent to the taking up of this amendment and submitting it to
a vote without argument. The responses which I have received
have been about equal in number in consenting and objecting to
the proposed method of procedure. Consequently, I have neither
said nor done anything further about it.

Mr. WORKS. I should like to ask the Senator——

Mr. THOMAS. The national association was favorable to
that disposition of it; indeed, I made the inquiry at the request of
one of its officers. I have been informed that the Congressional
Union opposed the suggestion; but that is a matter of hearsay.

Mr. WORKS. I should like to ask the Senator whether it is
not true that the bill ean not be taken up during this session of
Congress without action either by the steering committee or by
the Democratie eaucus?

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. President, we seem to be consider-
Ing it, and we certainly have transacted a good deal of busi-
ness recently with which the steering committee has had no con-
cern. I do not know just what is before the Senate now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill before the Senate now
is House bill 8830, for the relief of the Farmers’ State Bank of
Eureka, Woodford County, 11l

Mr. THOMAS. Of course, I might have known it was not the

‘amendment, because here everything seems to be in order except

the subject matter under discussion.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield for a question?

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield in' just a moment; but I will
say to the Senator from Californin——

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But just for a question; that

s all.

Mr. THOMAS. Well, T will yield in & moment. T will say
to the Senator from California [Mr. Works] that, so far asI am
concerned, I am prepared to take up the joint resolution at
any time; although, of course, I am unable to displace the
unfinished business of the Senate. I now yield to the Senator
from Wyoming,

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator has answered the
question which I sought to ask; but I hope the Senator will
take an early time so that the sentiment of the Senate ean be
had as to whether or not this legislation should be passed at
this session.

Mr. THOMAS. I have no doubt, since the confession of
faith of the Republican candidate for President of the United
States has been made, that Senators upon the other side who
were opposed to the legislation not only have been converted to
his view but that they will unite with a commendable unanimity
in taking it up and voting for it. If se, I will do my best to
cooperate with them.

Senator SMOOT. Regular order!

Mr. WORKS. Perhaps the Senator from Colorado did not
hear or was not aware of the faet, that this matter was not
brought up this time by a Republican, but came from the other
side of the Chamber.

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. President, I was not aware of
that, and consequently my remark may have been inappropri-
ate, in so far as the occasion is' concerned; but, independently
of the occasion, I still indulge in the hope that the influence
upon the Republican Senators of their nominee will be mani-
fest in an increase of votes for the amendment when it does
come up. But I doubt it.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope you will give us a chance
to act upon it quickly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. R. 8630) for the
relief of the Farmers’ State Bank of Eureka, Woodford County,
I1l., is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time; and passed.

ELLEN CURRAN.

The bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the dependent widow
of Patrick Curran, civillan employee of the Gobvernment, who
was killed while in the discharge of his duties at the United
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States naval magazine at Iona Island, N. Y., was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.. It directs the Secretary of the
Treasury to pay $624 to Ellen Curran, of Haverstraw, N. Y.,
the dependent widow of Patrick Curran, civilian employee of
the Government, who was killed while in the discharge of his
duties on the 4th of November, 1903, at the United States
naval magazine on Iona Island, in the Hudson River, N. Y,
by the explosion of gunpowder and 13-inch shell, without his
fault or negligence.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

W. W. FINN.

The bill (H. R. 14528) for the relief of W. W. Finn was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to pay to W. W. Finn, of Wesley, Iowa,
$177.83, to compensate him for the loss by burglary of certain
war-revenue emergency stamps of which he was custodian.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FRED HENDERSON.

The bill (H. R. 10641) for the relief of Fred Henderson was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Fred Hender-
son the sum of $43.75, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, for injury sustained on the 16th day of
September, in the year 1906, while employed by the United States
Government in the Government arsenal at Rock Island, I11.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

STATE BOARD OF HARBORE COMMISSIONERS, CALIFORNIA.

The bill (H. R. 5453) for the relief of the State Board of
Harbor Commissioners of the State of California, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and di-
rects the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money
in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $199.62 to the State Board of Harbor Commissioners of
the State of California, for the purpose of reimbursing the said
State Board of Harbor Commissioners for repairing damages to
Piers Nos. 15 and 27, in the city of San Francisco, Cal., eaused
by Lhe steamship Angel Island, of the United States Immigration
Service, on August 8, 1911, and on August 17, 1911, respectively.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THEODORE BAGGE.

The bill (H. R. 10643) for the relief of Theodore Bagge, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Theodore Bagge
the sum of $221.91, out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, for injury sustained on the 24th day of
April, in the year 1907, while employed by the United States
Government on the U, S. dredge Ajaz.

The bill was reported fo the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FRANK J. DEUTSCH,

The bill (H. R. 1777) for the relief of I'rank J. Deutsch,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes
and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Frank J.
Deutsch, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, the sum of $1,000, which sum is hereby appropriated,
in full settlement of all claims of any nature whatsoever that
the said Frank J. Deutsch may have against the United States
Government for injuries sustained while employed in the Coast
Guard at Sturgeon Bay, Wis.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN E. JONES,

The bill (H. R. 9898) for the relief of John E. Jones, was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
adversely.

Mr. BRYAN. T move that the bill be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed in-
definitely,

This bill has been reported

W. W. WALL,

The bill' (H. R. 1373) for the relief of W. W. Wall was an-
nounced as next in order. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has also been re-
ported adversely.

Mr. BRYAN. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the bill be not acted upon in the
absence of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxe]. Just let
it go over to-day upon objection.

Mr. BRYAN. Very welk ; r
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

AUSTIN @G. TAINTER.

The bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of Austin G. Tainter was
announced as next i order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has been reported
adversely.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read.

The Secretary read the bill.
: Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over until I ecan look
nto it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passcil over.

JOHN DOWD.

The bill (8. 6013) to confirm the entry of John Dowd was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands with an amendment, on page 2, line 3, after the words
“price of,” to strike out the numerals “$200” and insert
“ $184.88,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
hereby is, authorized and directed to issue United States Government
Fatent on the homestead entry of John Dowd, known as Boise 06054,
or the following-described land:

Lot b of section 34, township 8 north, range 4 west, and lots 2 and
3 and southeast quarter of morthwest quarter, section 3, township 2
north, range 4 west, Boise meridian, Boise land district, Idaho, con-
talning 147.86 acres: Provided, That the said John Dowd or his trans-
feree shall pay to the United States Gov t the utation
price of $184.53

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

FISH-CULTURAL STATION, LOUTSIANA.

The bill (8. 4811) to establish a fish-cultural station at some -
point in the State of Louisiana, was announced as next in order,

Mr. GRONNA. Let that bill go over. i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

EMMETT W. ENTRIKEN.

The bill (8. 1548) for the relief of Emmett W. Entriken, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. . It authorizes and
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any mouey
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Emmett W. En-
triken the snum of $250, in full compensation for injuries re-
ceived by him on September 26, 1913, while employed as a
painter at the Salem Indian school, Chemawa, Oreg.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. 3

WILLIAM E. HEFFNER.

The bill (I1. R, 11984) for the relief of William E. Heffner,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes
and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Willinm E.
Heffner, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $525, being the amount of money due said
William E. Heffner for the construction of a barracks and bath-
house at West Lawn Cemetery, Canton, Ohio.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FISH HATCHERY, DELAWARE.

The bill (S. 4970) to establish a fish hatchery in the State
of Delaware, was announced as next in order.

Mr. GRONNA. Let that bill go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over.

M. E. SITTERS,

The bill (H. R. 8200) for the relief of M. E. Sitters, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to M. E. Sitters,
widow of Joe Sitters, out of funds in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the sum of $1,085 as compensation to her
for the loss of her husband, who, on the 24th day of May, 1915,
while in discharge of his official duties as a mounted inspector
of the United States customs service in Presidio County, Tex.,
wans assassinated by Mexican bandits.

The bill was reported fo the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THE MERCHANT MARINE.

The bill (H. R. 15455) to establish a United States shipping
board for the purpose of encouraging, developing. and ecreating
a naval auxiliary and naval reserve amnd a merchant marive to
meet the requirements of the commerce of the United States
with its Territories and possessions and with foreign countries,
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to regulate carriers by water engaged in the foreign and inter-
state commerce of the United States, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. OLIVER. Let that bill go over.

Mr. GALLINGER. That bill ought to go over, unless our
friends on the other side of the Chamber are willing that we
should indefinitely postpone it. I do not know how that may be.

Mr, FLETCHER. I do not believe there is any disposition of
that sort.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senafor is willing that it should go
over?

Mr. FLETCHER. I am willing that it should go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE.

The bill (8. 6626) to fix the rate of pay for compositors and
bookbinders in the Government Printing Office was considered
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that from and after
the date of its passage the pay for compositors and bookbinders
in the Government Printing Office shall be at the rate of 55
cents per hour.

“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

. MANIFESTS OF VESSELS.

The bill (S. 5395) to repeal sections 2588, 2589, and 2590 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States, was announced as next
in order.

Mr, GALLINGER. DMr. President, I should like to have the
Senator from Oregon, who introduced the bill, tell us exactly
what those repealed statutes include.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, that bill is one which repeals the
statutes which require all inbound vessels coming inte the mouth
of the Columbia River, although they may be destined for the
port of Portland some 110 miles above, to make a stop at the
first port of entry, which is Astoria. The customhouse officials
have requested that the bill be passed, and the Secretary of the
Treasury has indorsed it., I want to say also, for the informa-
tion of the Senate, that the people of Astoria are bitterly op-
posed to the passage of the bill. There is no question about
that. It has been recommended, however, by the Treasury De-
partment as being a matter in the line of economy. It saves
expense and saves the time of the steamers,

“Mr. GALLINGER. That word “Astoria " always appealed to
me—it is so euphonious. I ask that the bill go over for to-day,
and I will look into it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

THE FUTURE OF CULEBRA (5. DOC. NO. §23).

The resolution (8. Res. 235) to print the manuseript entitled
“Are Subterranean Gases Cause of Panama Canal Slides?” by
Hon. Thomas Kearns, as a Senate document, with illustrations,
was consldered by the Senate.

Mr. FLETCHER. I move to amend the resolution by strik-
ing out.the words “ with illustrations " in the sixth line.

°  The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreraRY. On page 1, line 6, after the word * docu-
nllent.": it is proposed to strike out the words “ with illustra-
tions.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the manuscript submitted b]y the Senator from
Wyoming (Mr. WarrgEX) on June 22, 1916, entitled “Are Subterranean
Gases Cause of Panama Canal Slides?” by Hon. Thomas Kearns, former
Uniied States Senator from Utali, be printed as a Senate docoment.

MARTIN NUHN.

The bill (H. R. 1528) for the relief of Martin Huln, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 3

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads, with an amendment, in line 9, after
the words “the sum of,” to strike out the numerals “$100"
and insert “$1,000.”

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the bill had better go over. It
is a very large increase.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey subsequently said; Mr. Presi-
dent, I understand that through my negligence in not being
present—I was called out of the Chamber for a moment—House
bill 1528, for the relief of Martin Fluhn, was passed over under
objection. I ask unanimous consent to recur to that bill for
the purpose of having it considered. I trust there will be no
t1:ull:_kt>v_tiou. If there ever was an emergency measure, I feel that

at is one.

LIII—G65

Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an
inquiry regarding this bill?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr. PENROSE. This bill was passed for $100, as I under-
stand, In the House.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey.
the Senate.

Mr, PENROSE., And amended for $1,000.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes, sir.

Mr. PENROSE, That is an extracrdinary increase.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It is.

Mr., PENROSE. Did these injuries suddenly become more
serious between the time when the bill was in the House and
the time it came up in the Senate?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey, I will answer the Senator
and state the situation. ]

This man—a young man, I should think, about 35 or 40 years
old—is an employee of the Post Office Department in Hoboken,
N. J. He was in the regular service there, in the employ of
the Government. It was the regulation and rule that the flag on
the post office should be taken down at night. Through some-
body’s failure the flag was not taken down, This young man
wasg ordered by the assistant postmaster to go up and take down
this flag at night. He went up to the third or fourth floor,
whatever it is. Between the fourth floor and the roof is an
attic, that compelled him to go in a stooping position. It was
dark in the attic, and in his effort to reach around to the scuttle
and ascend the three or four little steps to secure the flag an
iron rod poked out, about 3 feet long, connected with the
scuttle, unguarded and left without-any notice or admonition in
any way; and as the poor fellow was groping around it struck
his right eye, and, of course, he was wild with pain. I believe,
however, he did succeed in hauling down the flag. He was im-
mediately, when he came down, taken to the eye-and-ear hospital
in the close vicinity, and the result of the accident was that his
eye was so injured and punctured that the eyeball was taken out.
He suffered excrutiating agony for months, and the result is
that to-day the man has but one eye.

I saw him myself possibly a month or three weeks ago. Ile
has substituted a glass eye. It is his right eye. I asked him
if he suffered any pain from the removal of the eyeball. He said
not so much in that eye as in the other one. The other one was
compelled to do double duty, and he said that shooting pains
went through it continually, and he was in very great distress.
Then I asked him if, aside from that, it interfered with his
duties, and he said: “ You can tell by placing your hand over
one em’ whether it would interfere with performing your duties
or not."

Now, it seems to me that, as this accident happened while this
man was in the service of the Government, in the performance of
his duty, and entirely within his sphere, the passage of this bill
for the amount stated in the amendment is but simple justice. He
was ill for some three or four months; I can not say just which.
It seems to me it is entirely within the right and province of
the Government, and within the lines of justice, that the great
Government of the United States should give this man a thou-
sand dollars,

Mr. GALLINGER.. Mr. President, the injured man was re-
tained on the roll and is still on the roll and performing his duty.
I objected because I wanted to look into it a little. I find that
the postmaster has written a letter saying that he thinks this
man ought to have $500. If the Senator agrees to that, I will
withdraw my objection.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Well, Mr. President, I feel
that it is an inadequate amount, when I think of how little com-
pensation it would be to me or to either of us in the event of the
loss of an eye. This man is on the roll and he is still performing
his duties. It is his only source of livelihood, his bread and
butter. So might I perform my duties here with one eye.
There are Senators that can perform their duties with none.

Mr. PENROSE. As long as the Senator has his volce he does
not need his eyes.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Well, it does not make any
odds. - I need both. I will accept the $500, but I think even
$5,000 would be an ufterly inadequate amount.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There belng no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the -
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend by striking out “ $1,000 "
and inserting * $500."”

The PRESIDING OFFICER.

Yes; and it was amended in

The amendment to the anmend-

ment will be stated.
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The Secierany., In the committee amendment, in line 9, it is
proposed to strike out the numerals “ $1,000 " and insert “ $500.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ALBERET GREENLAW,

The bill (H. R. 2180) for the relief of Albert Greenlaw was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and
directs the Postmaster General to credit the accounts of Albert
Greenlaw, postmaster at Eastport, Me,, in the sum of $3,378.02,
due the United States on account of post-office funds embezzled
by Ernest A. Farris, assistant at the Eastport (Me.) post
office during several years, ending December, 1912: Provided,
however, That nothing herein contained shall be taken as re-
leasing any other person or persons from liability to the United
States on account of said embezzlements or in any manner
affecting such liabilities.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, that bill was passed so quickly
that I did not realize it. I move to reconsider the vote whereby
‘it was passed.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Now I ask that the bill go over.

Mr. BRYAN. As there is no member of the committee present,
I ask that the bill go over. I see that the Post Office Depart-
ment reports against the bill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

C. HORATIO SCOTT.

The bill (H. R. 4559) for the relief of C. Horatio Scott was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. That is the bill, is it not, that the Senator
asked to have go over?

Mr. VARDAMAN. I do not object to its consideration.

Mr. BRYAN. The Senator who reported the bill is not present.
I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

CLAYTON H. ADAMS,

The bill (8. 10) to correct the military record of Clayton H.
Adams, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That in the administration of any laws conferring rights, privileges,
and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Clayton H. Adams, wh
served in tne Mississippl rine Hrl#nde. an organization drawn from
the Fifty-ninth Regiment of Illinols Volunteer Infantry, shall herealter
be held and considered to have been discharged honorably from the
military service of the United States as a member of the Fifty-ninth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry on or about the 1st day of reh,
18g3: Provided, That no pay nor bounty shall accrue or become pay-
able by reason of the passage of this act.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Wyoming if he has any knowledge of any Senate bills correcting
the records of soldiers similar to this having passed the other
House?

Mr. WARREN. The Senate bills the House has not passed—
that is, a large number of them,

Mr. GALLINGER. Have they passed any of them?

Mr. WARREN. In a late conversation I was promised that
there will be action taken on as many of them as they can deal
with in the condition in which they are.

Mr. GALLINGER. The reason why I asked the question is
that for three or four years I have been trying to get through a
similar bill meritorious in every respect, but it is ignored. I
have passed one through the Senate at this session—a most
worthy bill—but it is lost somewhere ; and yet these House bills
come here in quantities, and we pass them.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator that this
is a Senate bill, and will undoubtedly reenforce his contention
when It goes over there.

Mr, GALLINGER. I hope it will pass, then. I will not object
to the House bills, but I thought it was proper to call attention
to the fact that this is rather a jug-handled performance as far
as this kind of a bill is concerned.

Mr, WARREN. I am very glad the Senator called the mat-
ter to the attention of the Senate as he has done. We have
had to struggle with that situation for some years, and we
ought to take some action to force through in another body
the measures that are passed here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BRYAN. I ask the Senator from Wyoming if this man
ever enlisted.

Mr. WARREN. Yes; he was a man who enlisted, and he was
detalled to other service. He was found to be a good carpenter
and was put at carpenter work. Consequently there is a lapse
in his record in the department, but it has been made good by
his fellows who served with him, and a clear case has been made.

Mr. BRYAN. He has what the department says is a record
service,

Mr. WARREN. That is the old record; that is true. He
is a man whom I know personally, and I know he deserves it.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of Clayton H. Adams.”

JOHN P, WEBBER.

The bill (8. 736) to correct the military record of John P,
Webber, alias John J. Webber, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That in the administration of the osion laws, John P. Webber,
alias John J. Webber. who was a private of Company E. Engineer
Regiment of the West, shall hereafter be bheld and considered to have
been discharged bonorably from the military service of the United
States as a member of sald company and regiment on the 7th day of
January, 1863: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or back pension shall
accrue Lo him prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of John P. Webber, alias John J., Webber.”

CHARLES LEE BAKER. -

The bill (8. 6154) for the relief of Dr. Charles Le» Baker
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the
President of the United States to appoint Dr. Charles Lee
Baker, now a first lleutenant in the Medical Reserve Corps, a
first lientenant in the Medical Corps, United States Army, and
place him upon the retired list.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the word “ Doctor”
in line 4,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill for
the relief of Charles Lee Baker.”

JOSEPH EUBOR.

The bill (S. 6287) for the relief of Joseph Eubor was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported from the Committee on Milltary Affairs
with an amendment in line 8, after the words “ eighteen hnn-
dred and sixty-four ” to insert * Provided, That no pay, bounty,
or back pension shall accrue or become payable by virtue of this
Act,” s0 as to make the bill read:

Be 4t enacted, ete., That In the administration of the penslon laws
Joseph Eubor shall hereafter be held and considered to bave been
honorably discharged from the military service of the United Stutes as a
private (u Company A, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry,

on the 6th day of Aungust, 1864 : Prorided, That no pay, bounty, or

back pension shall acerue or become payable by virtue of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

MAIL CONTRACTORS.

The bill (H. R. 11150) for the relief of mail contractors was
announced as next in order.

Mr. PENROSE. 1 object to the consideration of that measure
this afternoon. I have not had an opportunity to complete my
researches into the measure,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon objection, the bill goes
over.

Mr. VARDAMAN. I ask the distinguished Senator from

Pennsylvania if he will be good enough to be ready to consider
I am very much inter-

it the next time the calendar is called.
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ested in the bill. I do not want to hurry the matter at all, but
I am very desirous of having it disposed of. These claims are
more than a half century old, and by all the rules of fair play
and fTair dealing they should be paid.

Mr. PENROSE. It seems to me this bill will be remarkably
fortunate if it passes at all. It is a very remarkable measure,
in my opiunion, in that it apparently gives $40,000 to one or more
lawyers who, as experience demonstrates in similar cases in the
past, have performed no other service than to gather these
claims together in order to have them passed by Congress. It is
an old story, Mr. President, and after the Senator has been in
Congress a longer period than he has he will come to know
them as well as those of us who have been here longer, These
attorneys get these claims. Then they write down to Louisiana,
Alapama, and other States and urge -the litigants to write to
their Senator or Congressman, and it makes their lives mis-
erable. Most of them would never have been heard of if they
were not fomented by attorneys.

This kind of legislation, Mr. President, in my opinion is little
different from that of the ambulance chaser in a local court,
which is not counsidered a very noble part of the legal pro-
fession, and if carried to too great an extreme, generally ends
in the diseciplining of any member of the bar who indulges in
it by the board of censors of the board or association of the
State.

Mr. SMOOT. Regular order!

Mr. PENROSE. I know I have been out of order in speaking.
I object to the bill.

Mr. VARDAMAN. I wish to say in answer to the Senator’s
suggestion that $40,000 of this appropriation will go to lawyers
who rendered no service that I hope the Senator will make a
suggestion, and I am sure I will cooperate with him in every
effort, to keep the lawyers from getting anything except that
which the lawyers are entitled to. But it is not exactly fair to
the claimants in this instance for the Congress to refuse to pay
them what the United States Government owes because per-
haps they are willing to give somebody a part of the claim
to help them to induce the United States Government to pay
its lhonest debts. It is commendable for the Congress to
desire to protect the interest of the citizens, but let us hope
that protection in this instance may not take the form of
robbery. If the lawyer gets only 20 per cent he is not as bad
as the Government if the Government shall insist on taking 100
per cent. I do not want the shyster or the reputable either to
get anything that he is not entitled to. I will cooperate with
the Senator from Pennsylvania in any proper way that he may
suggest to protect these people in the enjoyment of their just
rights,. I do not know anything about the lawyers in this
case. Not one has spoken to me about it. I think there are a
great many lawyers who do a great many undesirable and dis-
creditable things, and I am perfectly willing to do what I can
to prevent them from accomplishing anything that is not fair
in the settlement of these claims. But the dishonesty of the
lawyer is no justification for the United States Government
refusing to pay its debts. This great Government can not
afford to emulate the conduct of the dirty dishonest lawyer
such as the Senator from Penusylvania has deseribed in its
dealing with its citizens.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection and the bill
ZOEs OVer.

LAXDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES.

The bill (8. 6204) to amend the act entitied “An act to
amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revised Statutes of the
|United States providing for the selection of lands for edueca-
tional purposes in lieu of those appropriated,” and to authorize
an exchange of lands befween the United States and the sev-
eral States was announced ns next in order.

Mr. JONES. I ask that that may go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICELR. Objection having been made
the bill goes over.

SHOSHONE CEDED LANDS.

The bill (S. 6308) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to lease, for production of oil and gas, ceded lands of the
Shoshone or Wind River Indian Reservation, in ‘he State of
Wyoming, was anuounced as next in order.

Mr, SMOOT. I object.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Senator will not ob-
ject to the consideration of this measure. It is purely a local
bill and confined to a small area on the ceded land of an
Indian reservation that can not be otherwise handled. I hope
the Senator, in view of the circumstances, will not object to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
insist upon his objection?

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment. I want to read the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
be read.
The Secretary read the bill and the amendment of the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs on page 2, after line 11, to insert the
following additional section:

Spe. 2, That the leases granted under this act shall be conditioned
upon the payment by the lessee of such royalty as may be fixed in the
lease, which shall not be less than one-tenth in amount or value of
the production and the payment in advance of a rental of not less than
81 ldmr acre per annum during the continuance of the lease. The rental
paid for any one year to be credited against the royalties as the
accrue for that year. Leascs shall be for a period of 20 years witg
the preferential right in the lessee to renew the same for successlve
periods of 10 years each upon such reasonable terms and conditions
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, nnless otherwlse

rovided by law at the time of expiration of any such period; said
eases shall be irrevocable except for the breach of the terms and condi-
tions of the same and may be forfeited and canceled by an appropriate
proceeding in the United Staies District Court for the District of Wyo-
ming whenever the lessee fails to comply with their terms and conditions,

So as to make the bill read:

That the Secretary of the Interior i1s hereby authorized and em-
powered to lease, for the production of oil and gas therefrom, lands
within the ceded portlon ef the Bhoshone or Wind Hiver Indian LReser-
vation in the State of Wyoming, under such terms and conditions as
shall be by him preseribed ; and the proceeds or royalties arising from
any such leases shall be first applied to the extinguishment of any in-
debtedness of the Shoshone Indian Tribe to the United States and there-
after shall be applied to the use and beneflt of said tribe in the same
manner as though secured from the sale of said lands as provided by the
act of Congress approved March 3, 1905, entitled “An act to ratify
and amend an agreement with the Indians residing on the Shoshone or
Wind River Indian Reservation in the State of Wyoming, and to make
appropriations for carrying the same into effect ™ : Provided, however,

at nothing contained In this act shall be construed to abridge or
enlarge any asserted or initlated rights or claims under any law of the
United States,

8gc. 2, That the leases granted under this act shall be conditioned
upon the payment by the lessee of such royalty as may be fixed in the
lease, which shall not be less than one-tenth in amount or wvalue of
the production and the payment in advance of a rental of not less than
$1 per acre per annum during the continuance of the lease, The rental
paid for any one year to be credited against the royalties as they
accrue for that year. Leases shall be for a period of 20 years with
the preferential right in the lessee to remew the same for successive
periods of 10 years each upon such reasonable terms and conditions
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, unless otherwise

rovided by law at the time of expiration of any such period; sald
eases shall be irrevocable except for the breach of the terms and condi-
tions of the same and may be forfeited and eanceled by an appropriate
proceeding in the United States Distriet Court for the District of Wyo-
ming whenever the lessee fails to comply with their terms and conditions,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Con-
mittee of the Whole.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WALSH. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Wyom-
ing if there is not a general statute taking care of the leasing
of lands on Indian reservations?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. This is not land on an Indian
reservation. This is land upon the ceded portion of an Indian
reservation which was subject to homestead entry under the
Iaw which ceded it, but the time for homestead entry has been
exhausted, =o that this Indian land which was not taken is inter-
spersed among other lands, It is sfill Indian land and the
Indians arc entifled to it.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

DAYVIE SKOOTAH,

The bill (8. 3773) to cancel the allotment of Davie Skootah
on the Lummi Reservation, Wash,, and reallot the lands in-
cluded therein was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES. I ask that that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made
the bill goes over.

In the meantime the bhill will

J. G. SEUPELT.

The bill (8. 1265) for the relief of J. G. Seupelt was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to permit
J. G. Seupelt to enter, under the homestead laws, at the ap-
praised price fo be determined in such manner as the Secretary
of the Interior may prescribe, a certain unsurveyed island
in the Colville Indian Reservation, Wash, known as Hog
Island, containing about 152 acres, located in the Columbia
River, and within sections 26 and 35, township 30 north, range
86 east of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Washington :
Provided, That proceeds arising hereunder shall be subject to
the provisions of section 6 of the act of March 22, 1906, volume
34, United States Statutes at Large, page 81: Provided further,
That the right of entry by the said Seupelt shall be exercised
within 90 days after the date of the approval of this act or
within 90 days after appraisal if not appraised prior to the
passage of this act: And provided further, That the land hereby




12160

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

Aveusr 5,

disposed of shall be subject to all the laws of the United States
prohibiting the introduction of intoxicants into the Indian coun-
try until otherwise provided by Congress.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED.

The bill (8. 3130) granting certain lands to school district
No. 56, Klickitat County, Wash., and authorizing the issuance
of patent therefor was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES. Senate bill 3130 and Senate bill 1266 were both
covered in the Indian appropriation bill and may be indefinitely
postponed.

The bill (S. 8130) granting certain lands to school district
No. 56, Klickitat County, Wash., and authorizing the issuance
of patent therefor and the bill (S. 1266) permitting Charles
M. Hickerson to include a portion of allotment No. 36 to Se-
cuni-ka-nullax, of Chief Moses’s Band, in his homestead entry,
and providing for allotment to Se-cum-ka-nullax in lieu thereof
on the Colyville Indian Reservation, were indefinitely postponed.

INDIAN LANDS,

The bill (8. 3774) to authorize the sale of lands allotted to
Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That any allotiee to whom any trust patent has
heretofore been or shall hereafter be issued by virtue of the agreement
concluded July 7, 1883, with Chlef Moses and other Indlans of the
Columbia and Colville Heservations, ratified by the act of July 4, 1884
(23 Stats. L., {t‘p 79, 80), and in accordance with the act of Congress
approved March 8, 1006 (34 Stats. L., p. 55), if living, or the heirs
o? any such allottee, If deceased, may sell and convey all the land
covered by such patent In accordance with the provislons of the act
of Cnnfmss approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stats. L., p. 835), and the
regulations prescribed by the Becretary of the Interfor thereunder.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,

and passed.
MOSES C. TINGLEY.

The bill (8. 83647) for the relief of Moses 0. Tingley was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is,
authorized to cancel the allotment made to Moses C. T‘lnﬂe:. under
the fourth section of the act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stats. L., p. 388),
deseribed as the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section
17, township 28 north, range 13 east of the Montana meridian, in
Montana. -

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

OMAHA INDIAN LANDS,

The bill (8. 3972) to provide for selection by the Omaha
Indians and the- setting apart of reservation lands for tribal
cemetery purposes was eonsidered as in Commitiee of the
Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the Secre
hereby, directed to reserve from sale, under the terms of the act of May
11, 1912 (37 Stats. L., p. 111), the following-described tracts of land
within the Omaha Agency Reserve, in Nebraska : The northwest quarter
of the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter, formerly used by
the Presbyterian missionary, and the northeast quarter of the sonth-
west q er of the sonthwest quarter, in addition to the elght acres in
the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter of the southwest quar-
ter which have already been set apart; all in section 24, township 25
north, range 9 east of the sixth principal meridian; said lands to be
used 6: the Omaha Indians for cemetery purposes,

Begc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may
likewise eaunse to be set apart for Indian eemetary purposes unappro-
priated lands as follows: Not to exceed 10 acres other than herein
deseribed, In the south half of the southwest quarter of section 24,
township 25 north, range 9 east, and not to exceed 40 acres In two or
more tracts in other parts of the reservation, said tracts to be selected
by the Indians,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

SPOKANE INDIAN RESERVATION.

The bill (H. R. 12123) to appropriate money to build and
maintain roads on the Spokane Indinn Reservation was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That there is i:erch{ agproprluted. out of any
funds in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Spokane
Indians in the State of Washington, not otherwise n}:pro‘pr{ated. the
sum of f2,000 for the building and maintenance of roads on the
Spokane Indian Reservation, in Stevens County, Wash., sald amount to
be spent under the airection of the Seeretary of the Inferior: Provided,
That said $2,000 shall not be available until Stevens County, Wash., ap-
Emglntea 1,000 for the building and maintenance of roads on the
pokane Indian Reservation. .

of the Interior be, and he is

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

INDIAN AGENRTE AND SUPERINTENDENRTS.

The bill (8. 5335) conferring upon tribes of Indians the right
to recall their agents or superintendents was announced as
next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Jornson] is interested in the bill and he reported it. I wish
to say to him that I have a letter from the Indian Rights Asso-
ciation of Washington, D. C., criticising the bill severely and
asking that it be defeated. I will ask that the bill go over at
this time, and I will take it up with the Senator at the first
?li)portuuity and show him the letter and discuss the bill with

m.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. In answer to the Senator
I will say that objection to the bill has been raised for a long
time and by the same people. It is a matter of record. I hope
the Senator will withdraw his objection for that reason. It
has all been thrashed out during the session, and the bill ap-
plies only to the State of South Dakota.

Mr. SMOOT. From the statement made here by Hon. Joseph
H. Choate and also by the agent of the Indian Rights Associa-
tion, I should think the Senator himself would not insist on
pressing the bill at this time.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. It has been u matter of
record for three months in the CoNgresstoNAn Recomp.

Mr. SMOOT. I have not seen it. I have received a letter
dated August 2——

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. SMOOT. I do.

Mr. GRONNA. I wish to say to the Senator that I know
that this bill was very earefully considered in committee. It
only applies to the State of the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. SMOOT. I am aware of that.

Mr., GRRONNA. T can see no reason why the bill should ot
be passed. Because some Indian agent perhaps who resides in
the State of South Dakota is no reason why we should puss
it over at this time.

My, BMOOT. I will say to the Senator it is not an Tndian
agent in South Dakota who has written this letter.

Mr. GRONNA. Can the Senator from Utah give me a good
reason why the Indian tribes should not have a volce in their
own affairs?

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know anything about the question
here involved. I will simply say that I have a.letter lere
dated August 2. It is signed by Mr. 8. M. Broslus, agent of
the Indian Rights Association, MeGill Building, Washington,
D. C. This is what the letter says——

Mr. GRONNA. I should think the Senator from South Da-
kota——

Mr. SMOOT. I am reading this to the Senator from South
Dakota, telling him why the bill should go over a day.

M. GRONNA. If the Senator will allow me to finish my
statement, I was about to say to the Senator from Utah ilat
the Senator from South Dakota kunows more about the In-
dians of his own State than some one who lives in the city of
Washington.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I hope the Senator from
Utah will withdraw his objection. The bill was before the
committee for a long time and it was fixed up so as to be
entirely satisfactory, I think, to those who opposed it, the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] and the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. Crapp] and other Republicans,

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to read this letter to the Senator und
see if there is no room for objection and see if he can ex-
plain it. It will be entirely different:

Hon. REep SmooT,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sig: Your interest is urged in securing the defeat of Beuate
bill No, 5335 (Calendar No. 049) introdoced by Senator Jomxsox
of Bouth Dakota.

This bill provides that a majority of the male adult members of
any Indian tribe in South Dakota shall have the right to declare
against the retention of the agemt or superintendent in chnrﬁ at any
Indian agency in South Dakota, and such official shall thercafter
be immediately removed by the Secretary of the Interior.

The Indian question i opne of national interest, and it is most
fortunate that the control of the Red Man was removed from the
local influences of the BStates. This Government control seems ns
necessary in Bouth Dakota as elsewhere,

If the bill in guestion Is approved, it will be a distinct blow to
the classified civil service, and would relegate to the Indians, who
lack experlence in business matters, the right to cause the removal
of competent officials.

As was said by the Hon. Joseph II. Choate in his letter to Chalr-
man AsHUERST of the Committee of Indian Affairs (see CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD, Apr. T, 1916):

“Anyone familiar with Indlans can readily imagine how the more
dependent full bloods would thus become the easy prey of conniving
mixed bleods and unscrupuolons whites, As so aptly stated by Rev.

AveusT 2, 1916,
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the Society of American Indi ‘B
23:;,?:: %!?:lﬂf-e; vl:?rgtd:?:ngm will s::z to control Indian ‘t;l'i"bu.'z

We res fully submit that the right to select superintendents is
one of the highest prerogatives, and it seems apparent that when
P i e T L L
ggguﬂflt:e ED!!{D]I." c‘lgp released from the protection of the Federal
Government as gonardian.

It would no doubi be disastrous to our Indian population to thus
too hastily remove the smafeguards pow exerclsed by the Secretary
of the Interlor and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

We are inclosing a copy of the létter of the Hon, Joseph H. Choate,
above referred to.

Trusting you will exert your influcnee to defeat the legislation
in question, we are,

- Very cordially, yours,
8. M. Brosivs,
Agent Indian Rights Association.

I will also say to the Senate that I understand the depart-
ment has reported adversely to the bill. I received the letter
only the other day, and that was my basis for asking that the
bill go over. I shall gladly take the matter up with the Senator
from South Dakota later on.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. CLAPP. I want to say that evidently the purpose of the
bill is, perhaps in a measure, misunderstood. As I recall the
bill, it does not give the Indians the right to select their agents.
The initiative in that selection under the bill is left with
the Indian Office. It simply provides that after a given length
of time, and after notice to the Indian Office, the Indians may
hold a council and vote against the retention of an agent who
has been placed in charge of them. It is a partial step; it is
a sort of a compromise between giving the Indians the control
of the guestion of the agent and retaining the control, on the
other hand, in the Indian Office.

Mr. GALLINGER. It comes pretty nearly being a recall,
does it not?

Mr. CLAPP. It amounts to a recall, but still it is with the
Indian Office to renew and to determine the appointee to suc-
ceed the agent who is recalled.

There has been a good deanl of contention over this matter.
At one time an effort was made to establish this prineciple, or
at least te seek to establish it, by legislation extending over
the entire country; but the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Jorxsox] finally consented, on the suggestion of several of us,
to limit it to South Dakota.

Humanity is so constituted that one man in authority over
another is always reluctant to yield that authority. The time
never comes, in the opinion of the one who has the authority,
when the one under him has reached a degree of development
where he should participate in authority with the one over him.
1 do not believe we should proceed rapidly; I would not favor
a bill like this covering the entire country; but in the case of
South Dakota, where a great deal of has been made,
those of us who opposed the bill finally yielded to this initiative
in displacing the agent, but retaining in the Bureau of Indian
Affairs the initiative in the appointment as to South Dakota.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill? y

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakofa. Mr. President, I merely
wish to say one word. I hope the Senator from Utah [Mr,
Samoor] will withdraw his objection. If an agent or superin-
tendent should be recalled, it leaves the selection entirely in
the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. The Indians are
unanimous in asking for this legislation, and it is nothing more
than right and just to them that it should be enacted.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this is a Senate bill, which will,
if it passes this body, have to be considered by the other House;
and perhaps more information can be secured upon it before it
passes there. Having called attention to the matter, I shall
not interpose any further objection.

Mr, GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from South
Dakota if there is any trouble with the present officials, the
agent and the superintendent of these Indians?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. None that I know of, ex-
cept in one place where there is almost universal objection
among almost all the Indians to their superintendent. I do not
know the superintendent personally, and know nothing about the
merits of the matter, except that general complaint has been
mide by a large number of the Indians there.

I talked with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in relation
to this case a short time ago, and he is aware of all the facts
regarding it. As I have said, I am not personally acquainted
with the superintendent, never having seen him, but there is
trouble all the time there, and no end of it, and it will increase,
in my judgment.

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it not probable, if we pass this bill,
that in other States the Indians may be incited, perhaps by
white men, to protest against their superintendents and their
agents, and that the thing will sprend? Then, again, if we pass
this bill for South Dakota, why not have every other State
where there are Indian reservations exercise the same privi-
lege? Why should we select South Dakota?

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, if the Senator from New Hamp-
shire will permit me, I shall perhaps not be able to answer,
but I can suggest the reason for the action of the Indian Bu-
reau. The development which the Indians have reached in
intelligence in the different States and different tribes varies.
For that reason it was thought best not to make this bill gen-
eral, but to let it apply to these particular Indians. Of course,
there is liable to be friction; there onght to be friction; frie-
tion is what has brought progress to the white people, and it
will bring progress to any other people who have to develop.
This seemed to be a very fair adjustment of the matter to the
Indian Office. The fact that if a man was removed the Indian
Office immediately appoints some one else, in which appoint-
ment the Indians will have no voice, is a check, to a certain
degree, upon the exercise of this right of recall by the Indians.

Mr., GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator
from Minnesota if it would be a procedure very much different
from this if the citizens of my State did not like a postmaster
and we should give the citizens the right by majority vote to
recall the postmaster?

Mr. CLAPP. Well, that does not embarrass the Senator
from Minnesota at all, because I never have been able to
understand why the people of Concord, N. H., for instance,
should not have some voice in the selection of the man whom
they have to meet every day when they go to get their mail. I
do not know that I would turn the selection of a postmaster ab-
solutely over to the citizens, in view of the national character
of the Postal Service, but, at the same time, it would not inter-
fere at all with my views if they did have some voice in
selecting him. The idea that because a man happens to be in
Congress he can say to a great city, without any recourse what-
ever on the part of that city, “ You shall do your postal busi-
ness with a man of my choice " has never appealed to me very
strongly.

Mr. GALLINGER. We might apply it to any other office.
er. CLAPP. Yes; I was not making any personal application
of it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I received a similar letter
to the one which the Senator from Utah received, and I have
a copy of the letter of Hon. Joseph H. Choate. I intended to
read it, but have not had time. I think, however, in glancing
at if, there are very strong reasons against this bill suggested
by Mr, Choate, and I will now object fo the further considera-
tion of the bill and ask that Mr. Choate’s letter be placed in
the Recorp. When the bill is reached again I certainly will
not be factious about it, but if it is not a good bill it ought not
to be passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the print-
ing in the Recorp the letter of Alr. Choate? The Chair hears
none,

The letter referred to is ns follows:

Letter of Hon. Joseph H. Choate relating to pr
administration of Indian affairs,
8 EAST BIXTY-THIRD STREET,
Xew York, N. Y., April 8, 1915,
Hon. HeExrY F. ASHURST,

Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs
United States Senate, Washington, D, 0.

My DEAr Me. ASsHURST : Just now, when questions of great national
moment are demanding universal attention, there is danger that mat-
ters seriously affecting our domestic affalrs may be neglected or en-
tirely overlooked.

The welfare of our Indians is a solemn national obligation. We
have no more sa trust than the protection of the weak from heing
overreached by the strong. From the earliest times the intent of our
people bas been to give the Indian that protection.

In the majority of cases this obligation is imposed on the Federal
Government g treaty. In the absence of treaty obligation, however
the doty of the Nation to Its wards is just as great. In the case of
Heckman v. United States (224 U, 8., 413-417), in speaking of the
Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes, the Supreme Court says:

“ From thelr very weakuess and helplessness, so largely due to the
course of dealing of the Federal Government with them and the treaties
in which it has been accomplished, there arises the duty of protection
and with it the powar.,”

Specific reservations have properly been set apart for Indian tribes,
but for almost half a century there has been a tendency to recognize
and give responsibility to the individual. The Dawes veralty Act,
adopted in 1887, was the culmination of this theory. It provides for an
allotment of lands to individual Indians, breaking up of tribal rela-
tions, and disintegration of communal ownership. prlm_:ral thought
in this and subsegnent legislation has been to ‘?lace responsibility upon
the individpa, and at the same time protect him im his persopal and
property rights until the untotored child of mnature s equipped to
assume full responsibilities of citizenship,

legislation on the
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The difficulty is that too much has been expected of the Indian. To
gome people 11 12 hara tc understand why you can't take an untutored,
ignorant, full-blond Irdian and make an eduented citizen out of him in
a fortnight. 'They expect the unreasonable and impossible. It is con-
trary to all human experience. Extremists have Insisted that the
process is too slow, that these wards should be released from Govern-
ment supervicion and suffer the results of their own Improvidence, re-
gardless of their qua.lfications for self-protection and regardless of the
consequences to thels property rights,

Great caution is necessary in adopting new methods. The Indian

roblem has been the subject of too many theories which have proven

gjsnsrmus In practice. In the early days the theory of extermination
existed on the gronnd that ** the only good Indian ls a dead Indiap.,”
This idea did not appeal to our liberty-loving ple, and later the
theory of * segregation ' wus conceived, under which tﬁe Indians were
virtually berded on reservations and Iw iced that they might not escape
and injure some white man _ The latest theory—that of individualiza-
tion—developed under the Dawes Severalty Act, really seems most
plausible. I mz:iy prove a solution of the Indian problems, if pm{}erly
?dﬁlluistered and not interfered with by new and inconsistent legis-
ation,

Of the Indians herctofore allotted about 10
bloods, at leasi—have been prepared for the a
thus cast upon them.

Congress in 1008 clothed the county courts of Oklahoma with juris-
diction over the person and property of minor allottees of the Five
Civilized Tribes, and further provided that opon the death of an
allottee all restrictions against alienation of his land would thereby be
removed. The raid upon the Indian's property as a result of this legis-
lation is notorious, and the effect on the Indian was disastrous and
irrepara .

Legisiation is now pending in Congress which, if adopted, may over-
turn the present Indian policy and subject the Indian to the worst pos-
gible forms of spoiiation, net only from outsiders but from unscrupulous

rsons within the tribal membership. 'The bill (H. R, 108) lotroduced
g; Congressman HASTINGS in the House of Representatives would con-
fer on the Superintendent of the Five Civilized Tribes the autbority now
vested in the Commissioner of Indian Affalrs and the Secretary of the
Interior respecting the lands and individual moneys of the enrolled
members of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma. About one-third of
the lndian pogulnuf,n in the United States belongs to these tribes, with
more than 30,000 restricted Indians, their ll.wo erty including over
3,000,000 acres ot valuable individoally owned land. I'erhaps the great-
est oll field in the world has been developed in the country of the Five
Tribes, from which enormous wealth bas acerued to these people.

Under existing law the superintendent of these tribes is nominated
by the President and confirmed by the Senate, the appointment being
political. The pending bill (H. R. lOS)tEmposes to turn over to this
appointee full power and authority over this vast estate, and naturally
cveryesmssure, loral and otherwise, would be brought to bear on anyone
clotned with this ;it;gat responsibility.

As evidence of the inabullty of these Indlans pmgcrly to safeguard
their own interests, the following is taken from tbe opinfon of the
Supreme Court in 1910 in the case of Tiger v. Western Investment Co.
(221 U. 8., 286-207) :

“That full-blood Indlans of the Five Tribes are, as a class, incompe-
tent must be assumed, not onhy from the leqlslatiun of Congress with
respecet to them but from the finding of the Court of Claims, where, in
the case of Brown & Gritts v. United States (44 C. Cls., 283), it was
expressly found that full-blood Cherokees, whose right to alienate their
lands was forbidden by the legislation contemporaneons with that
involved In the case at var, were, as a class, unable to speak the
English language and incompetent to guard their interest from design-
ing persous who were constantly attempting to induce them to part
with their property at grossly inadequate compensation.”

With respect to the Hastings bill, Arthur C. Parker, a highly intelli-
gent Indian, engaged :n Im]j');rtant educational work for the State of
New York at Albany, who also the secretary and treasurer of the
Soclety of American Indlans, says:

r cent only—the full-
itional responsibilities

“ALBANY, March 22, 1916,

“1 desire to register m{ protest against the favorable consideration
of . R. 108, introdvced by Coogressman [AsTINGS, of Oklahoma, de-
signing to cenfer the authorily now invested in the Secretary of the
Interior anil the Commissioser of Indian Affairs upon the office of the
Superintendent of the Five Civilized Tribes. The condition of Indian
property and the complex situation that has arisen from inheritance
cases and the ?reseucc of a large number of incompetent Indians makes
it of utmost importance that the administration of thelr afairs be
retained in the bands of the Federal Government. There is precedent
enough to show the danger of State control in Indlan matters, where
these matters are not properly adjusted and where the mass of Indians
are by reason of ignorance or dieability unable to protect themselves,
The Oklahoma situation has been enough without now further
providing the means for a wholesale plundering of the estates of minors
and incompetents. This bill would bring Injustice and be a reproach
upon the Federal Government.”

Another bill recently introduced by Senator JomxsoN, of South
Dakota, 8. 3004, by Its terms proposes to confer upon tribes of Indians
the right to select their superintendents and other employees. This
would divest the Interior Department of the appolnting power, and
the Indian SBervice wonld deprived of the wholesome restrictions
provided by the civil sezvice. Anyone famillar with Indians can readily
magine how the more dependent full bloods would thus become the
casy prey of conniving mixed b s and unscrupulous whites. As so
aptly stated by Rev. Snerman Ccolidge, president of the Soclety of
American Indians, * By such law the very worst elements will seek to
control Indian tribes.”

Senator LaNE's bill, 8. 4452, propoeses legislation to abolish the posi-
tion of Commissioner Indian Affalrs and his assistants, creating in
lien thereof an Independent burean with three commissioners sugje L
only to the control of Congress. This bill provides that these commis-
sioners shall be selected from candidates to be named by all the Indian
tribes of the United States * congregated in genéral delegate couneil.”
It is further provided that th:se commissioners shall exercise all the
authority now vested In the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs.

This bill would also deprive the Indian Service of that protection now
afforded by the classified civil service and would subject the Indians to
the same pernicious influences as the Johnson bill, the chief difference
being that one is retail and the other wholesale destruction. One may
suPpm that the elements most hostile to the Indians will advocate
this and similar viclous legislation.

While the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs might gladly welcome this relief from the very onerous duties
i::goaed upon them in econnection with the administration of Indian
affairs, yet these officials, moved by the high sense of public duty the
Federal Government owes to its dependent Indian wards. have felt
Impelled to suggest the ﬁreat danger to the Indlans involved In the
legislation contemplated by either of the three bills referred 1o and
have pointed out that existing law Is sufficient to enable the Interior
Department to place on their own responsibility individual Indians who
are qualified to handle their own property. * Competency commis-
slons ™ are now in the field visiting various reservatlons w\vzem allot-
ments in severalty have been made with a view of removing restrie-
tions against allenation from the land belonging to those Indlans
found capable of withstanding the machinations of designing persons
secki to prey on members of an unsuspecting race the moment the
protecting band of the Government is lifted.

That wholesale removal of restrictlons Invites disaster has been
amply evidenced by past experience. Should even 50 per cent of the
Indiang of a given tribe prove competent, is that any reason why the
;%gol'):p‘?tent should be turned over to the merey of unserupulous land

rks

Developments within the past few years show remarkable Improve-
ment in the administration of Indians affairs, and just as the Ilatest
theory of * individualization " begins to bear good frult can we afford
to destroy the entire structure by removing from the proteteting care
of the Government even those whose feet are just beginning to tread
aln;g the pa#hv:a; Ilbx:.]t ltt:ndl;a t? Timr:ess? ¥ e

s an earnest friend of the Indian raee 8t that neither of these
bills nor any similar legislation wiil be enacted.
Sincerely, yours,

Joserir H. CHOATE.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I desire at this point to add a
word to what I said a moment ago, when I referred to the fact
that human nature was disposed to retain authority. I would
not want that to be understood as a reflection upon the present
Indian Office. Of course, as a member of the Indian Committee
and having once for some years served as its chairman, I have
been brought very closely in contact with the Indian Office, and,
so far as it might be proper, I desire to express at this time my
appreciation of the efforts of that office to serve the great sub-
ject which has been committed to their charge. It is simply
human nature that we shall always be loath to give up our
authority and jurisdiction over others.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been mde,
the bill wil! be passed over.

CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO FLANDREAU, 8. DAK.

The bill (8. 5635) authorizing the conveyance of certain land
in the State of South Dakota to the town of Flandreau, in
said State, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the word
“land " to strike out “south one-half of lot 14 of the south-
west quarter of section 21, township 107, range 47 west, Moody
County, S. Dak., for the purposes of a public park,” and in-
sert * south one-half of lot 14 of the southeast quarter of secc-
tion 21, township 107 north, range 48 west, fifth principal
meridian, Moody County, S. Dak., which shall be permanently
used as a publie park or playground,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Sceretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to issue patent to the town of Flan-
drean, Moody County, 8. Dak., for the following-described land: Bouth
one-half of lot 14 of the southeast quarter of section 21, towrship 107
north, range 48 west, fifth principal meridian, Moody County, 8. Dak.,
which shall be permanently used as a public park or playground.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

J. T. NANCE.

The bill (H. R. 10052) to reimburse J. T. Nance was counsid-
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $81.78
to J. T. Nanee, postmaster at Harrodsburg, Ind., to reimburse
him for losses sustained by reason of robbery of that post oflice,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MRES. JOHN A. FOX.

* The bill (H. R, 14952) for the relief of Mrs. John A. Fox was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay
$1,000 to Mrs. John A. Fox, widow of John A. Fox, postmaster
at Glenarm, Oldham County, Ky,, who was killed in ‘the dis-
charge of his duty.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, T see a number of claim hills
on the calendar have been referred to the Committee on 'ost
Offices and Post Roads, which seems not to have hesitated in
reporting tham back to the Senate. Other bills of similar char-
acter have gone to the Committee on Claims, nnd 1 desire to
ask the Senator from Florida [Mr. Bryax!, the chalrman of
the Committee en Claims, who is also a member of the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, if the policy in the
future is to be changed, and if such claims bills are to be re-
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads?
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Mr. BRYAN. DMr. President, T have observed the fact to
which the Senator refers, 1 do not know why they were sent
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. JAMES. I think I ean tell the Senator.

Mr. BRYAN. I am not speaking particularly of this bill, but
there are a number of other claims bills which have been re-
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and
reported by that committee. Why, I do not know.

Mr. SMOOT. I am speaking of 50 or more bills of similar
character on the calendar.

Mr. JAMES., Mr. President, the beneficiary of this bill is
the widow of the former postmaster at Glenarm, Oldham
County, Ky., who was murdered in the discharge of his duty.
The bill was introduced in the House and was passed by that
body. Then it came to the Senate and was referred in the
usual way to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. SMOOT. In the House the bill was referred to the Com-
mittee on Claims. 1t subsequently passed that body, but when
it came to the Senate it was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads., It should have gone to the Committee
on Claims. 1 was not speaking as to the justice of the claim
covered by the pending bill, for I do not know anything about
that; but I do know that such claims bills ought to go to the
Committee on Claims,

Mr. JAMES. This is a particularly just bill.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not saying that it is not.

Mr. JAMES. . As 1 have already stated, the postmaster was |-

murdered in the discharge of his duty. The bill has been
unanimously reported, and I hope no objection will be made to
its passage.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and .

Mr. JAMES. Mr. P'resident, in connection with the bill just
passed, 1 ask that there be printed in the Recorp the portion of
the report on the bill filed by the Senate committee, covering
a letter from the Postmaster General and certain affidavits,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL,

Washington, D, C., May 6, 1916.
Hon. Epwarp W. Pou,
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives.

Sir: I beg to aekuo‘w‘iedﬁe the receipt of your letter of May 2, 1018,
trapsmitting a cotp§ of bil }LH. R. 14952) for the relief of John
A, Fox, widow of John A, Fox, who was killed while in the perform-
ance of his duties as postmaster at Glenarm, Ky., on December 1, 1915.

Investigation by a_post-ofiice inspector disclosed that while the post-
master was enga in making out his monthly reports he was
stealthﬂhinapproac ed from behind and shot in the head, death result-
ing wit a few minutes. The trial of the murderer, Jack Henderson,
was condocted 'h{ the State of Kentucky, resulting in a sentence of
life imprisonmen

The circumstances attending the death of the postmaster are such
thzit 1 am constrained to recommend favorable consideration of the

Respectfully,
x A, B. BunLesox, Postmaster General.

STATE OoF KENTUCKY, County of Oldham, sct:

On this the 3d day eof May, 1016, personally appearsd before me
Mamie H. Fox, who, after be first duly sworn before me according
to law deposes as follows: Affinnt says that she is 58 years of uge
and that she resides at Glenarm, Oldham (County, Ky., and that she
is the widow of John A. Fox, deceased. Affiant says t her deceased
husband was the E:stmuter at ‘Glenarm, Ky., on the 1st day of
December, 1915. Affiant says that on sald 1st day of December, 1915,
at about 10 minutes after 4 o'clock, which day was rather dark and
rainy, my husband was at the post office attending to his duties as

ostmaster, when a negro robber mamed Jack Henderson shot and

lled him as he was sealted at his desk at work in the office ;
bhe was shot through the head just above the left ear a his head
pitched forward on his desk; he was found in this M?gs!tlon before he
ceased breathing by Joe Kraus and his daughter nie Kraus, who
reside at Glenarm, Oldham County, Ky. After the negro had shot
my husband he robbed the post office of $5.85; this sum of money
was tonken from a box where m{ husband t the chan from the
sale of stamps. The negro had failed to get money taken in from
the sale of money orders because that money was under some books
in the desk drawer where my husband was sitting at the time he was
shot, and where he was found at his seat, as is shown by the affidavits
of Joe Kraus and Minnie Kraus, filed with this afidavit. Afiant was
notified Immediately of the murder and ran down to the post office.
Mf husband was In the chair at his desk with his head and hands
lying on the desk, Affiant says that the neﬁro. Jack Henderson was
tried at the February term of the Oldham Cireuit Court and convicted
and sentenced to the penitentinry for life, Affiant says that her de-
ceased husband was her only support; that her father and mother are
both depd, and that she has no children. Affiant says fhat the only
property of any kind she owns is a four-room cottage and 2 acres
of ground located at Glenarm, Ky. which is worth about $500 in
money. Affiant says that she is in bad health and in needy elreum-
stances, and for is reason she needs assistance from the Govern-
ment in her old days.

Mamre H. Fox.

Subscribed and sworn to before me by Mamie H. Fox this 3d day

of May, 1916.

[smAL.] T, . ‘MAGEE,
Notary Public, Oldham County, Ky.

My commission expires February 7, 1920,

SraTE OF In'.z:-n'ncn. Unmity of Oldham, sct:

On this the 3d day of May, 1918, personally ap
Joe Kraus, who, after first bein, dulg sworn according to law, says
that his age is 45 years, and that he resides at Glenarm, Oldham
County, Ky. Afliant says the he is well acquainted with Mrs, John
A. Fox and that he knew her deceased husband, Johm A, Fox, for
some years prior to his death.

Affiant says that his house is located about 200 yards from the pos
ofice at Glenarm, Oldham County, Ky. He says that the L, E.
Railway Co.'s tracks parillel the tracks of the L. & N. Railroad Co.
at Glenarm, Ky., and that the L. & BE. Co's station is about 300 yards
west or closer to Leuisville than the post office. Affiant says that on
the 1st day of December, 1915, he and his daughter, Minnie Kraus,
were in Louisville, Ky., and that they went to their home at Glenarm
on the L. & E. Rallway car, and gol off at the L. & E. station, which
is about 300 yards west of the post office, at about 10 minutes after
4 o'clock, and started to the post office to get their mail before go
to thelr home. As they got off the car and started toward the
office, affiant noticed a named Jack Henderson within a couple
of feet of the post-office door. The negro came toward the affiant
and his daughter, and as he approached them affiant noticed him pull
his m& down over his eyes, t and dnn}ghter proceeded to the
gost office, As 1 entered the post-office door I saw at a glance that
ohn A. Fox, the postmaster, had been murdered; he was still breath-
ing; he had been shot with a .32-caliber pistol. There were no other
person or persons mbout the pest office. 1 told my danghter to run
across to my house and get my pistol. I kept my eye on the negro.
When she returned with my ol 1 started after the negro. As I
advanced on him. he began to run, me after him, running the faster:
he jumped ever into a corn field, affiant after him; he ran Inte a nezro
cabin. As he did so I went right in after him, ¥ t the pistol on hﬁu.
and marched him in front of me back to the post office, locked him up
in the telephone booth; the over to the sheriff; the
negro had robbed the post office of $5.335.

The negro was tried and convicted in. the Oldham cirenit court at
the February term of court and sentenced to the penitent‘inra g %;A Hife.

. oE C8.

Subseribed and sworn to before me by Joe Kraus this the 8d day of
May, 1016, e
[sEaL.]

before me

Frep StArCK,
Notary Public, Jefferson County, Ky.
STaTE OF KENTUCKY,
County of Oldham, ss:

On this the 3d ﬁa{ of May, 1916, personally appeared before me
Minnie Kraus, who, after being duly sworn according to law, says that
she is 22 years of age, and that she resides at Glenarm, Oldham County,
Ky.; she says that she and her father, Joe Krans, got off of a L. & 1.
car at the interurban station, which is about 300 yards west or closer
to Louisville than the E:“t office at Glenarm, Oldham County, Ky.,
golng to their home, which is about 100 yards from the post office, on
the 1st day of December, 1915, and that they noticed a negro abont
2 feet from the post-office door; that the negro came directly toward
affiant and her father, the negro coming away from the post office and
affiant and her father ‘folns toward the post office, and they passed the
negro on the path leading up to the post office. The negro pulled his
cap down closer over his eyes as he approached affiant and lLer father.
The place where affiant and her father got off the L. & 1. car is abount
800 yards west of the post office. It was about 10 minutes after 4
o'clock p. m. when affiant got to the post office and opened the door. Af-
ant saw that the postmaster, John A. Fox, had been killed. He was still
breathing ; he had been shot through the head. There were no person or
sons about the post office at the time. Affiant was directed by her
ather to go after his pistol, and afiant did so just as guick as she could,
gave It to her father, and her father started after the negro, and after a
chase brought the negro back and locked him up in the telephone booth,
and that the negro, who turned out to be Jack Hendersen, was tried and
convicted at the February term of the Oldham circult court and sent to
the itentiary for life,

The negro had robbed the post office of about $5.35, which sum of
money was found on his person when his pockets were examined.

This afiiant says that on the afternoon of the murder she had been to
Loulsville, Ky, and she and her father, Joe Kraus, were together and
alighted from the car together ; she says that it was raining at the time,
and it was a dark and gloomy afternoon.

* Mixyie Kravs.
2 Sablssﬁi{l’)ed and sworn to before me by Minnie Kraus this the 8d day of
ay, A
[8EAL.] FRED STARCK,
Notary Public, Jefferson County, Ky.

AQUILA NEBEKER.

The bill (8. 5632) for the relief of Aquila Nebeker was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. :

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public Lands
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert:

That the Secreburf of the Interior is hereby authorized in his dis-
cretion, {o aceept title to the following deseribed lands, either in whole
or in part, upon certification by the retary of Agriculture that the
lands are chiefly valuable for national forest smrpuses and approx-
imately equal in value to the lands to be given In exchange therefor:
The south half of the southeast guarter of section 3; the northeast
quarter of the n east guarter and the south half of the southwest

‘quarter of section 1Oé the north half of the northeast quarter of section

15, all in township 12 north, range 4 east; the south half of the north-
west gquarter and the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of
section 14, township 13 north, range 4 east: lots 1. 2, 3, and 4 and the
scuth half of the northwest quarter and all of the southwest quarter
cf section 4 ; all of section 9; and the north half of section 16; all in
towpship 14 north, range 4 east of Balt Lake base and meridian,
situate the Cache National Forest; and to issue to Aquila Nebeker
in lien thereof patents to ibe following descriped areas, or to such
parts thereof as are approximately equal in value to the lands con-
veyed : The sooth half of the portheast quarter and all of the south-
east quarter of section 11; the southwest quarier of section 12; all of
section 13, the nocthwest quarter of the northeast quarter, the somth-
east quarter of the northeast quarter, and all of the svntheast gquarter
of section 14 ; the northeast quarter of section 23 ; and the morth half
of section 24 ; all in township 18 north, range 4 east of Salt Lake base
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and meridian: Prerided, That the lands conveyed to the Government
shall thereupon become parts of the Cache National Forest and subject
to all laws and regulations applicuble thereto.

The nmendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossad for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed. -

OLIVER C. RICE,

The bill (8. 4915) for the relief of Oliver C. Rice was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. BRYAN, Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the
Senator who reported this bill, why there has been omitted the
usual provision to the effect that the passage of the bill should
not entitle the person for whose benefit it is passed to back
pay? I notice in other bills of this character such a provision
is included; but it has not been included in this bill; and it
occurs tc me that perhaps, if this gentlemman gets his record
strauigntened out and is considered as an honorably discharged
soldier, he can make claim for pay‘back to the date of the war.
I want to know why that exception was made in the case of this
individual?

Mr. MYERS, Mr. President, I reported the bill, but T know
nothing about it. The bill was introduced by the late Senator
from Indiana, Mr. Shively, and was passed on by the Military
Affairs Committee of the Senate. I was simply requested to
report it, and I did so. If the Senator thinks that the provision
to which he has referred ought to be in the bill, he ean move
an amendment to that effect. The committee did not put it in,
but I do not know why it was omitted.

Mr. BRYAN. That is the way in which it was reported,
- and therefore I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill
goes over,

ORION MATHEWS.

The bill (8. 2388) for the relief of Orion Mathews was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that in the
administration of the pension laws and laws conferring rights
and privileges upon honorably discharged soldiers, Orion
Mathews, late of Battery D, Second Regiment United States
Artillery, shall be held and considered to have been honorably
discharged as a private from that battery and regiment on the
22d day of March, 1865; but no pension shall accrue prior to
the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

: BILL PASSED OVER,

The bill (S. 4320) to remove the charge of desertion against
James B. Smock was announced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN., Let that bill go over. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made,
bill goes over.

the

WILLIAM GUY.

The bill (H. R. 11939) for the relief of William Guy was
announced as next in order.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask what was
the recommendation of the Department of the Interior in the
case of that bill?

Mr. SMOOT. That is rather a strange bill. I ask that it go
over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
J. M. BOTTER.

The bill (H. R. 9375) for the relief of J. M. Potter was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and directs
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to
J. M. Potter, of Pikeville, Pike County, Ky., the sum of $140,
as a reimbursement for expenses incurred for surgical and
medical aid and hospital fees in having wounds treated which
were received while in the discharge of his duties as deputy
United States marshal, and for loss of time, suffering, and per-
manent disability resulting from said wounds,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BARKENTINE “ MABEL I. MEYERS.”

The bill (H. R. 11129) for the relief of the owners of the
barkentine Mabel I. Meyers and her master and crew, and for
the relief of the owners of cargo of molasses late on board said
barkentine, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment, on page 2, line 13, after the word * appeal,”

to insert “Provided, That no award or judgment shall be made
for prospective profits,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the clalm of the owners of the barkentine
Mabel 1. Meyers and her master and crew, and the elaim of the owners
of the cargo of molasses late on board said barkentine, in alleged col-
lision with the U. 8. 8. Nebraske about 30 miles southeast of Cape
Cod, Mass., on the 30th day of July, 1915, for and on account of lge
losses alleged to have been suffered in said collision by the owners of
sald barkentine and by her master and crew, and by the owners of said
cargo, may be submitted to the United States Court for the District of
Massachusetts, the district nearest to which the collision occurred,
under and in compliance with the rules of sald court sitting as a court
of admiralty. And that the said court shall have jurisdiction to hear
and determine the whole controversy and to enter a judgment or decree
for the amount of the damages sustained by reason of sald collision, if
any shall be found to be due, either for or against the United States
upon the same principles and measure of llabillty, with costs, as In like
cases in admiralty between private

arties, with the same rights of
appeal @ Provided, That no award or judgment shall be made for pros-
pective profits.

Sec. 2. That the mode of service of process shall conform to the pro-
visions of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the
bringing of sults against the United States.”

The amendment was agreed to. 2

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I move that order of business
283, being Senate bill 3270, with a similar title, be indefinitely
postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed in-
definitely.

AMENDMENT OF THE PATENT LAWS.

The bill (H. R.13982) to extend temporarily the time for
filing applications and fees and taking action in the United
States Patent Office in favor of nations granting reciprocal
rights to United States citizens was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MINNESOTA & ONTARIO POWER CO.

The bill (H. R. 2555) for the relief of the Minnesota &
Ontario Power Co. was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to
the Minnesota & Ontario Power Co., a corporation organized
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, from any moneys in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $714.66, the
same being duties paid by the said Minnesota & Ontario Power
Co. to the collector of customs for the district of Minnesota on
May 31, 1912, on certain bollers and machinery especially im-
ported from Canada for the equipment of a steam barge oper-
ating in the Rainy River between Minnesota and Ontario, said
boilers and machinery having been refused for such use in
the United States by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor,
and at once having been returned to Canada without being used
for any purpose in the United States.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER,

The bill (8. 4838) for the relief of Daniel O'Connell was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has been reported
adversely.

Mr. OVERMAN. T ask that it be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed in-
definitely.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 92) relative to the construc-
tion on the site selected of the central heating, lighting, and
power plant authorized by the provisions of the sundry civil
appropriation act approved June 23, 1913, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (8. 6352) for the relief of David Steers, alins William
Johnson, alias John Hartman, was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, This bill has been reported
adversely.

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that it be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed
indefinitely.

GARDINER L. EASTMAN.

The bill (8. 5203) for the relief of Gardiner L. Eastman was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.
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The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and Insert:

That in the administration of any laws conferring rights, privileges,
and benefits upon honorabiv discharged soldiers, (iardiner L. Eastman,
who was a private of Company H, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Voiunteer
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been discharged
honorably from the military service of the United States as a member
of sald rompany and regiment on or about the 16th day of June,
1865 : Provided, That no pay, pension, bounty, nor other emolument
shall accrae prior to the passage of this act.

Mr. OVERMAN, Let that bill go over. This man was dis-
honorably discharged,

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, I should like to call
ilie Senator’s attention fo the fact——

Mr. OVERMAN. I simply wanted an explanation of the bill.
I withdraw my objection.

Mr, JOHNSON of Maine., I will say that the committee had
very fully investigated this matter and considered the reports
from the War Department.

Mr. OVERMAN. I saw that he was dishonorably discharged.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine, The reason was simply this: He
was on the picket line and a musket was discharged, and he
thought it was a signal to come in. The others came in, and he
came into the camp. He had served three years and three
months and then reenlisted. He came into camp, and was court-
1t]1ar'tég‘lled for deserting his post, and was dishonorably dis-
charged.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The question is
on the amendment of the committee,

The amendment was agreed to. .

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be eagrossed Jor a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
Gardiner L. Eastman.” :

ORION MATHEWS.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the proviso in the bill we
have just passed is precisely as it ought to be in all similar
bills:

Provided, That mo pay, pension, bounty, nor other emolument shall
accrue prior to the passage of this act.

In the case of Order of Business 655, it simply says:

gmuidcd, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this
ac

I ask that the vote whereby that bill was passed be recon-
sidered, and that language be substituted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the re-
consideration of the votes whereby order of business 635,
Senate bill 2388, for the relief of Orion Mathews, was passed.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. Now I move to strike out the words:
“ Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage
of this act,” and insert the words:

Provided, That no pay, pension, bounty, nor other emolument shall
accrue prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, PITTSBURGH, PA.

The bill (8. 6601) for the enlargement of the post-office
Luilding in Pittsburgh, Pa., was considered as in Committee of
the Whole. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the
Treasury to cause the present old post-office building at Pitts-
burgh, Pa., to be enlarged, extended, remodeled, and improved
f.r the better accommodation of the post oflice and other gov-
ernmental offices, at a cost not exceeding $50,000, including all
changes in, extension of, or additions and repairs to the mechani-
cal equipment which may becoume necessary by reason of or
incident to such enlargement, extension, remodeling, or repairs
of said building, or which it may be found expedient to wmake
fo sveh mechanical equipment because of such enlargement, ex-
tension, remodeling, or repair of said building; and the annual
appropriations for the general maintenance of public buildings
under the control of the Treasury Department shall be con-
strued to be available for all other repairs to and equipment of
sald building, grounds, approaches, and mechanical equipment
of such building as extended. And the Secretary of the Treas-
ury is further authorized, in his discretion, to disregard the pro-
visions requiring 40 feet open space for fire protection.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, 1 should like to learn from
some member of the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to which bills of this nature are referred, how it

comes about that a bill of this kind is reported as a separate
bill. My understanding about the matter is that all the bills
making appropriaions Zor public buildings throughout the
country eventually take the form of an omnibus bill, just the
same as all of the pension bills take the form of an omnibus
pension bill,. A few weeks ago we passed here a bill making
appropriations for a public building at Bingham Canyon, Utah,
and that and the bill before us are the only individua: bills
for post-office construction.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is mistaken about that. Only
day before yesterday a bill for a public building for Ohio was
passed here by unanimous consent. They uare only passed in
cases where there is an emergency., For instance, one was
passed for West Virginia. One was passed for Arizona carrying
$325,000. 1 have one here for Park City, Utah. The building
was authorized eight years ago.

Mr. WALSH. Can the Senator tell me what the particular
emergency was at Tucson, Ariz.?

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether there was any emer-
gency or not, but it passed the Senate.

Mr. WALSH. I am simply struggling to learn. I have not
been able to get any special reports from the committee upon
any Montana bills, belng ulweys advised that (hey would go
in the omnibus public buildings bill; and I wanted to learn the
secret.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I think I can explain to the
Senator’s satisfaction about this particular case. This bill was
sent to me by Assistant Secretary Newton. It relates to a post-
office building in my own city, and it was sent to me by the
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury with the request that I
introduce it.

It has now been nearly 10 years since a site was purchased
in the city of Pittsburgl for the erection of a new post-office
building, which was then an urgent case. Owing to a grievous
mistake in the selection of the tract which was purchased, and
which was entirely unsuitable, the matter has lain dormant
ever since. In the meantime the business of the post office has
wmore than quadrupled. I suppose it is almost ten times what it
was at fhat time; and with the introduction of the Parcel
Post System the congestion is so great that something must be
done immediately.

I will read what the Assistant Secretary said in his commu-
nication to the committee:

Bin: In response to your recent request the following report is sub-
mitted on 8. 6601, which provides for the enlargement of the post-office
building at Pittsburgh, Pa.

From information received by this de
pled by the post office in the present building are very much congested
and additional working space is urgently needed. The Post Office De-
partment recommends the construction of an extension on the rear of
the present bullding for a receiving and delivering shed. Under the
i:resent arrangement only four vehicles can be accommodated at one

ime, resulting in much del in loading and unloading the mails.
Hnder the proposed scheme 17 wehicles will be accommodated at one
2,

rtment, the quarters occu-

me.

The proposed shed is to be two stories in helght, about 161 feet long
and 43 feet wide, the lower story being used as a driveway extending
the full length of the building and connecting with the street on the
north and south of the site, with about 3,500 equare feet working
space opening out onto a platform alongside the driveway. The upper
story will cover the entire area of the structure and extend out over
%het driveway, thus furnishing additional space of about 6,000 square
eet,

It is estimated that an extenslon as indicated above, of substantial
construction, can be completed for the sum of $50,000, Including the
necessary alterations in the present building.

I will state that this is all temporary in its nature. In the
early future a new building will be erected there, but some-
thing must be done at once, and it is proposed, if this bill is
passed, that this addition will be constructed and in use before
the snow flies. .

Mr. WALSH. Just one other question. An emergency seems
to exist in this case, from the statement made by the distin-
guished Senator from Pennsylvania. Let me inquire if he is
a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds?

‘Mr. OLIVER. I amr not a member of that committee.

Mr. WALSH. Is the Senator’s colleague, possibly?

Mr. OLIVER. No; neither of us is a member of it. This
bill was sent to me, and the chairman of the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds referred it to the department,
received this communication from the department, and then
was kind enough to poll the committee on it, and every mem-
ber of the committee who was applied to agreed to & favorable
report on the bill.

Mr. WALSH. I made the inquiry simply with a desire to
find the secret, if I could.

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, it is usual to have an omni-
bus bill prepared by the House, No publi¢ building bill that
is passed here ever goes through the House as a separate
proposition. The House of Representatives prepares the omni-
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bus bill, and if this bill passes here it goes before the House
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and meets with
their approval; they then put it in the omnibus bill and send
the omnibus bill back here, probably with this bill in it, if they
favor it. That is the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no amendment to
be proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER,

The bill (H. R. 14889) for the relief of the heirs of Jackson J.
Mash, deceased, was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

HIRAM P. GEASLIN.

The bill (H. R, 7396) for the relief of Hiram P. Geaslin was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes and
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to credit the accounts of
or to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, to Hiram P. Geaslin, of Hornersville, Mo., the sum
of $81.71, being the value of documentary stamps taken from his
custody as postmaster at Hornersville, Mo., by burglars on the
Gth day of April, 1915. ;

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BUREAU OF LABOR SAFETY, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR.

The bill (H. R. 153) to create a bureau of labor safety in the
Department of Labor was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I4r. President, I ask the Senator to
withdraw his objection for just a moment.

Mr. SMOOT. Did the Senator offer the amendment that was
suggested the other day? :

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. I wanted to let the Senate under-
stand that I am not going to support the bill as providing for
a bureau. I was authorized by the committee to make certain
further investigations; and, first, I am going to change it by
changing the bureau to a division. Instead of having a $5,000
salary for its head, I am going to ask that it be a chief of a divi-
sion, with a salary of $2,500. In the next place, I am going to
ask that it be amended so as to exclude from its provisions the
Bureau of Mines. In the next place, I am going to ask that it
be amended—and I have the amendment ready—so as to except
all railroad appliunces, and take out from under its operation
appliances incident to railroad service. In the next place, I am

going to ask that it be amended so as to eliminate diseases, so -

as to leave diseases just where they are, and limit it simply to
a collection and study of safety appliances where we are doing
nothing already. 1 mention this because I thought it would
remove the objection to the bill.

Mr. SMOOT I think more than likely it will, so far as T am
concerned ; but I will say to the Senator that unless those
changes were made I shall not favor the bill.

Mr, SMITH of Georgla. Unless those changes are made I shall
not support the bill myself.

Mr. NELSON. In view of all the amendments the Senator
desires to submit—and I think they are good amendments—the
bill ought to be reprinted. Would it not be well to recommit
the bill and prepare it in committee?

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. They are very simple amendments,
and they can be put into this bill in five minutes,

Mr. NELSON. Very well.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if he has any ob-
jection, after the word “law,” in line 10, to insert the words
“ to be selected from the eligible list of the Civil Service Com-
m!wnn-" .

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Not the slightest. My change pnts
them all under the civil service, The chief of the division will
be under the ecivil service. It will not be a presidential ap-
pointment. I am simply reducing them to an ordinary division
in the department and limiting the work to a study of subjects
not elsewhere provided for,

Mr. GALLINGER. So the chief of the division would have
no authority to go ouiside of the civil service and make ap-
pointments.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. No.

Mr. GALLINGER. If that be so, my amendment is not
necessary.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I think the amendment is not neces-
sary., The language used was intended to Hmit to the eivil
service; but if it does not, I will offer an amendment covering it.

| bill. 1 think it is a much more comprehensive hill.

Mr. OLIVER. I suggest in view of the many amendments
which I think will render the bill acceptable that it be offered
and printed and then let the bill go over.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think the suggestion wise, and
I will offer them now and let the bill be reprinted.

Mr. OLIVER. Let the bill be considered and the amend-
ments be offered and then let the bill go over.

Mr. NELSON. I suggest that it would be much better to
submit the bill in an entirety in the form of a substitute. It
would be much easier to consider a substitute to the bill and
have the substitute embrace all the changes that are desired.

Mr, OVERMAN. I ask the Senator to allow it to go back
to the committee, because there are so many amendments I
think it would be better to bring in a substitute.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will ask, in view of the sugges-
tion of Senators, that the bill be recommitted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo-
tion to recommit the bill.

The motion was agreed to.

COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES FOR INJURIES.

The bill (H. R. 15316) to provide compensation for employees
of the United States suffering injuries while in the performance
;rr t:agir duties, and for other purposes, was announced as next
n order.

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the bill, but there are
Senators who desire to offer amendments to it, and it is a long
bill. Let it go over.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I wish to state to Senntors that
there is one amendment that I wish to offer. I wish to provide
by amendment that the present force of the employees in the
Department of Labor who are engaged In this work shall be
transferred to the new work and be made a part of the new work.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I want to commend the
suggestion of the Senator from Georgin. I was greatly pleased
to find that the Senator from Georgia had decided not to create
another bureaun but a division in connection with the bill just
recommitted. So in this ecase, T think, we ought to be very
careful and transfer these officials and not leave it open so that
additional appeintments may be made.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, just one moment
before the bill goes over, I have given a good deal of theught
to it, and I rather think it would be better to have three men.
It is a semijudicial work In passing upon these claims. The com-
mittee put in a provision at my suggestion which recognizes an
entirely new principle in compensation that is resisted by a good
many other friends of compensation, but I am sure it is right.

We have an amendment which provides that this commission
where they find that the injury resulted in whole or in part from
the negligence of the employee injured may reduce the mmount
of the compensation allowed in the bill in proportion to such
negligence, and that the total reduction shall not be more than
25 per cent. I put the amount small. Ihavestill left him enough
to live. We only make the reduction in case there is not a death,
and yet we believe there should be what I believe is a most essen-
tial principle that has been omitted in these compensation acts,
some lessening of the compensation to the man whose own negli-
gence brings on the casualty.

Mr. OVERMAN. What is the difference between this bill and
the compensation bill reported by the Judiciary Committee which
is now on the calendar? 4

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. I think it is a much more complete
I am not
responsible for the draft of this bill. There is an organization
in New York City which is devoted to philanthropic purposes
and to compensation legislation, and it has helped to prepare the
compensution bills for most of the States of the Union. I think
they prepared the original bill, and the House worked over it
and perfected it. It is one of the most comprehensive and philo-
sophie bills and the most complete that I have ever studied. Our
amendment contains a principle that I think ought to be in all
these compensation bills, some small lessening of the compensa-
tion when the man’s own negligence causes the accident. We
have put it in by way of amendment in this bill, but in no case
is it to be more than 25 per cent of the amount allowed, to be
lessened according to the degree of his negligence, and not
to apply if he is killed and the money goes to his wife and
children.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, I venture to express the hope
that the distinguished chairman of the committee will reflect
farther upon that provision of the bill, and I feel entirely satis-
fied that the more thought he gives to it the more firm will
become his conviction that it is unsound in principle.

Myr. President, the chief reason or at least one of the chief
reasons for substituting the principle of compensdtion for all

.
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instead of the present method of exacting reparation npon the
ground of liahility is that recovery is defeated almost invariably
in cases of alleged contributory negligence. y

The Senator from Georgia, I am sure, has had a large experience
in the trial of cases of this character. I am sure his experience
will convinee him that it often happens that a man is technically
guilty of contributory negligence when really it is a misfortune,
and that he should not be denied a recovery on that ground.
There are many things in the infinite division of labor that go
to distract the attention of a man for an instant. For instance,
his hand comes up against a saw or a man engaged in any other
dangerous occupation is guilty of negligence; of course he ought
to have been attending to his duty but we are all frail, we for-
get about it; we do not give the attention that we should. It
often happens that a man’s negligence is entirely excusable—
that is, it is something that diverted his attention at the time
when it ought to have been riveted upon his work.

It is rather the frailty of the human mind; and what is more
significant, Mr. President, it exists in different and varying de-
grees in different people. Some people have the great power of
concentration, and they are not readily diverted; others, of
less strong mental make-up, of less vigorous mentality, are more
easily diverted. Of course the hard, studious man is the man
who is able to concentrate his attention on what is before him
and keep it there, but the man of less restraint permits his
attention to be diverted from the matter in hand.

Then again——

Mr, SMOOT, Mr. President, I objected to the consideration
of the bill. Will the Senator not allow us to go on with the
calendar now? The bill will be up for consideration again, as
the Senator knows. I do not like to take the Senator off his
feet, but—

Mr. WALSH. T did not intend to trespass upoen the atten-
tion of the Senate to-day, but I was afraid I would not be here
the next time the bill came up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the
bill will go over.

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, just one word. I
have given much thought to this subject and my views are ma-
tured in favor of some reduction of compensation to the party
injured by his own negligence,

EMPLOYMENT OF FEDERAL PRISONERS,

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 151) authorizing tlie appoint-
ment of a special joint commission of the Senate and House of
Representatives to investigate the employment of Federal
prisoners in industrial occupations for the benefit of the Govern-
ment of the United States was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

It had been reported from the Comnmiittee on the Judiciary
with an amendment, on page 2, line 3, to strike out “ad-
vantageously ” and insert * judiciously,” so as to make the joint
resolution read:

Resolved, etc., That a special joint commission, to be composed of
two Benators and three Represeniatives,”to be appointed by the Presi-
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Rcrmmtat!ves.
malthl“:ll‘y’ is hereby created for the purposes of ascertaining—

first. To what industrial occupations the Federal prisoners of the
Government of the United Btates can be most judiciously employed.

Becond. What articles of manufacture now belng used or in contem-
plation of use by the Government such prison labor is best adapted.

Third. The extent to which the Government should engage in such
industrial activities for the sole nse and benefit of the Government.

Fourth. The extent of the competition of such actlvities on the part
of the Government with free labor in the country.

Fifth. The feasibility and justice of compensation to Federal prisoners
or their dependents while incarcerated in said prisons out of an
proﬁliﬁl that may accrue to the Government from such industri
aetivities.

Bixth. The cost of installing the necessary machinery and the other
equipment necessary to carry on such enterprises in said prisons.

Spe, 2. That said special joint commisslon shall make said investi-
gation during the interim of the adjournment of the present session
of Congress and the convening of the second session of this Congress,
filing its report noft later than the second Monday in December next,

SecC. 3. That for the necessary expenses incident to the investigation
aforesaid not to exceed $5,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise nppm{)riated. to be expended on vouchers
approved by the chairman of the joint commission,

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended,
and the amendment was concurred in,

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed. -

ADJUDICATION OF PRIVATE CLAIMS.

The bill (H. R, 6918) to relieve Congress from the adjudica-
tion of private claims against the Government was announced
as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. T ask that the bill may go over to-day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill
will go over.

ANNUITIES OF SIOUX INDIANS.

The bill (8. 135) for the restoration of annuities to the Meda-
wakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared
forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs
with amendments, in section 1, page 2, line 13, after the word
“aet,” to insert * without interest,” and in line 14, after the
word “include,” to strike out “the present value of the same
m:u](I the " and insert “principal or"; so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, etc, That jurisdiction be, and hereby is, conferred upon
the Court of Claims of the United States to hear, determine, and render
final judgment for any balance iound due the Medawakanton and Wah-
?akoots nds of Bioux Indians, otherwise known as Bantee Sioux

ndians, with right of appeal as in other eca for any annuities which
may be due to said bands of Indians under and by virtue of the treaties
between said bands of Indlans and the United SBtates, dated September
29, 1837 (T SBtats. L., p. 538), and Avgust 5, 1851 (10 Stats. L., p.
954), as If the act of forfeiture of the annuities of said bands, approved
February 16, 1863, had not been passed; and said act of forfelture and
all subsequent acts and parts ol acts and treaties Inconsistent with this
act are hereby repealed for the purposes hereof: Provided, That the
court, in rendering judgment. shall ascertain and include therein the
amount of accrued annuities under the treaty of September 29, 1

up to the date of the passage of this aet without interest and shall
determine and include dpr!nc!psl or capital sum of said annuity, which
shall be In lien of said perpetual anpuity granted in said treaty; and
to ascertain and set off against such amount so found all payments or
other provisions, of every name and pnature, made to or for sald bands
by the United States, or to or for any members thereof under the
authority of any act of Congress, excluding treaties, since said act of
rarte=t?re was passed, which are properly chargeable against sald unpaid
annuities.

Sec, 2, That upon the rendition of such judgment, and in conformity
therewith, the Becretary of the Interfor is hereby directed to determine
which of sald Indisns now Iiv[n& took g;rt in sald outbreak, and to
I)repn.re a roll of the persons entitled to share In said ju ent by plae-
ng on said roll the names of all living members of the said bands
residing In the United States at the time of the gamge of this aet,
excluding therefrom the names of those found to have participated In
the outbreak; and he is directed to distribute the proceeds of such judg-
gent. fdxcelﬁ as bereinafter provided, per capita, to the persons borne on

e said roll

Bec. 3. That proceedings shall be commenced bg petition, verified by
the attorney or firm of attorneys so authorized by John Eastman
assignee of Charles A. Eastman or Charles Hill, the attorneys in fact
emﬂm!o.\'ﬂl by said Indlans under a contract bearing date November 27,
1806, apgroved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs June 29, 1897
and by the Becre ? of the Interlor July 1, 1897, and sald suit s
be conducted by said attorney or firm of attorneys as attorneys of rec-
ord, together with other counsel appearing in the case; and the court
shall find and award upon a ?uantum meruit to said attoroeys and
their associates the compensation which shall be paid to them for
services rendered and to be rendered. and distribute the sum thus
awarded to such attorneys and their associates as their res ve inter-
ests may appear, under ments among themselves, which may be
filed with e court, and the Secretary of the Treasury fs hereb
directed to pay the saild sum of money to the said attorneys im -
ately upon rendition of final judgment, out of the sﬂm of such
udgment, if any, when an appropriation therefor shall be made by

ongress.

SEC. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and
directed to apply, out of any funds to the credit of sald Indians, the
sum of $2,600, or so much thereof as may be pecessary, to be expended
under the direction of the attorneys of said Indians in said case in the
taking of testimony therein and defraying the expenses of printing
incidental thereto.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. R. 2208) for the relief of James L. Yokum was
announced as next in order.

Mr. BRYAN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (S. 6698) for the relief of Edward L. Keyes was an-
nounced as next in order,

Mr. OVERMAN, Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

SUITS UNDEE REVERUE LAW.

The bill (H. R. 14299) to amend section 33 of an act to codify,
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved
March 3, 1911, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to amend section 83 of an act to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved March 3,
1911, so as to read:

Bec, 33. That when any ecivil suit or eriminal prosecution is com-
menced in any court of a State against any officer appointed under or
acting by authority of any revenue law of the United States now or
hereafter enacted, or against an{ person acting under or by authority
of any such officer, on account of ary act done under color of his office
or of any such law, or on account of any right, title, or authority
claimed by such officer or other person under any such law, or is vom-
menced against any person holding property or estate by title derived
from any such officer and affects the validity of any such revenue law,
or against any officer of the courts of the United States fur or on account
of any act done under color of his office or in the performance of his
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duties as such officer, or when any civil sult or criminal prosecution is
commenced against any person for or on account of anlfthlng done by
him while an offirer of either House of Congress in the discharge of his
official duty In executing any order of such House, the sald suoit or
prosecution may at any time before the trial or final hearing thereof he
removed for trial into the district conrt next to be holden in the dis=-
trict where the same is pending upon the petition of such defendant to
sald district court and In the following manner : Said petition shall set
forth the naturc of the suit or prosecution and be verified by afidavit
and, together with a certificate signed by an attorney or counselor at
law of some court of record of the State where such sult or prosecution
is rommenced or of the United States stating that, as counsel for the
titioner. he has examined the proceedings against him and earefully
nquired Into all the matters set forth in the petition, and that he
belleves them to be true, shall be presented to the sald district court, if
in session, or if it be not, to the clerk thereof at his office, and =hall he
filed in said office. The cause shall thereupon be entered om the docket
of the district court and shall proceed as a cause originally commenced
in that court; but all bail and other security glven upon such suit or
prosecution shall continue in like foree and effect as if the same had
roceeded to final judgment and execution in the State court. When
{'Im suit is commenced the Btate court by summons, subpena, peti-
tlon, or any other process except capias; the clerk of the district court
shall issue a writ of certiorari to the State court requiring it to semd
to the district court the record and the proceedings in the eause. When
it is commenced by eaplas or by any other similar form of ings
by which a personal arrest is ordered, he shall issue a writ of haberas
corpus cum causa, a duplicate of which shall he delivered to the clerk
of the State court or left at his office by the marshal of the district or
his deputy or by some other person duly authorized thereto: and there-
upan it be the duty of the State court to stay all further proceed-
ings in the eause, and the suoit or prosecution, upon delivery of such
process, or lenving the same as aforesaid, shall be held to be removed to
the distriet court, and any further Hromrd'iu.g:s trial, or judgment
thereln in the State court shall be vold. If the defendant in the suit
or prosecution be in artual cusrtedy on mesne process therein, it shall
be the duty of the marshal, by virtue of the writ of habeas us cum
causa, to take the body of the defendant into his custody, to be dealt
with in the caunse, according to law the order of the district court.
or, in vacation, of an fudgp thereof ; and If, upon the removal of such
suit or prosecution, it is made to appear to the district eourt that no
copy of the record and pmcwdlnqx therein in the State court can be
obtained, the district court ma‘vna low and require the plaintiff to pro-
ceed de novo and to ﬂlm raitilm lt)lf his %se .111); ;etienﬁtaind tl,ulr
rties may thereupon as in actlons o n rong! n sald
ﬁi‘mm t‘m{rt. On faliure of the plaintilf so to proceed, judgment of
non proseguitur may be rendered against him, with costs for the de-
fendant.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
HOMESTEAD BESIDENCE OF S8OLDIERS.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 147) extending the provisions
of the act approved June 16, 1898, was considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole. it provides that the provisions of the act
approved June 16, 1898 (30 Stats. L., p. 473), shall be applicable
in all enses of military service reniered in connection with oper-
ations in Mexico or along the border thereof, whether such serv-
jice be in the regular militury or naval organization of the
United States or the militia of the several States, and whether
or not a state of war may exist or may have been declared.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withont
amendment. ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

AMERICAN NURSES' ASSOCIATION.

The bill (8. 6667), to incorporate the American Nurses'
Association, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The
bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That Annie W. Goodrich, Adda Elﬂreﬁxée, Elsie
M. Lawler, Katherine De Witt, M. Louise Itwiss, Helen B. Criswell,
#. Lillian Clayton, Jane A. Delano, Mary M. ﬁlddle, Ella Phillips
Crandall, Mathild Kroeger, and their assoviates and successors are
hereby created a body corporate in the District of Columbia,

Sec. 2, That the name of this eorporation shall be * The American
Nurses' Association,” and by that mame it shall have perpetual suc-
cession, with ?ower to sue and be sued in courts of law and equity
within the jurisdiction of the United States; to adopt and use a com-
mon seal nnd to alter the snme at pleasure; to acquire by devise, be-
«uest, or otherwise and to have and to hold such real and personal
estate as shall be deemed adyisable; to admiaiste* all funds and
property held for the purposes of the corporation; to mortgage or
otherwise encumber, should it b necessary so to do e real estate
whileh it may hereafter own or acquire, and to give therefor such evi-
dence of indebtedness as such corporation may de upon; to ordain
and estnblish by-laws and regulations not Inconsistent with the laws
of the United Btates of Americs or anv State theie f; and generally
to do all such acts and thicgs (including toe establishment of regu-
lations for the election of assoclate and focoessors) as may be neces
sary to carry into elffect the provisions of this act and to promote the
purposes of ~ald orgunizatior.,

BEc. 3. That the purposes of this corporation are and shall be to
promote the professional and educational advancement of mnurses in
every proper way; to establish and maintain a code of ethics among
nurses; to elevate the standard of nursing edueation; to distribute
relief to such nurses as, may become {ll, disabled, or destitute; to
disseminnte information on the snbject of nursing by publications In
olficial ]mrlodsculs or otherwise; to bring into communication with
each oiher the wvaclons nuwrses and assoclations and federations of
nurses throughont the United States of America; and to succeed to
all the rights and ?ml;erty held by the American Nurses' Assoclation
#s a corporation duly incorporated under and by virtue of the laws of
the State of New York.

Sec. 4, That the corporation may adopt oy-laws for the admission
nnd guallfieation of members, the electlon of officers, the management
of its property, and the regulation of its affairs, with a governing
liodly so constituted as may be deemed advisable, and with power to
amend by-laws at pleasure.

8Ec. 5. That the lLﬁ:‘lm:lnal office of the cnrgumtlon shall be loeated
-t Wasnington, in the District of Columbia, but offices may be main-
tained and meetings of the corporation may be beld at such times and
places as the corporation may designate, and meetings of the directo:
or such other officers as eonstitute the governing ¥, may be held a
such times and places as they shall d nte.

Skc. 6 That Congress shall have the right to repeal, alter, or amend
this act at any time,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
amd passed.

ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD CO.

The bill (H. R. 10548) for the relief of the Illinois Central
Railroad Co., and for other purposes, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $100 to reimburse
the Illinois Central Railroad Co. for the payment by it of a
fine of like amount Jevied and collected by the Secretary of
the Treasury for failure on the part of the railroad company
to clear a shipment of household goods originating in Habana,
Cuba, and destined to Edmondton, Alberta, Canada, through
the United States customs at Portal, N. Dak,, it having been
ascertained by the Secretary of the Treasury subsequent to
the payment of the fine by the earrier that the shipment had
been duly cleared throngh the United States customs at Noyes,
Minn, and that no customs duties were due or collectable
thereon.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ACTIONS FOR DEATH ON THE HIGH SEAS,

The bill (8. 4288) relating to the maintenance of actions for
death on the high seas and other navigable waters was consid-
ered as in Committée of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary with amendments.

The first amendment was, in section 3, page 2, line 7, after
the word *“ within,” to strike out “ one year ™ and to insert * two
years™; in line 12, after the words “ period of,” to strike out
“one year"” and insert * two years"; and, in line 15, after the
word “ offered ™ and the period, to strike out “After said period
of one year it shall be barred as to an Innocent purchaser for
value without notice,” so as to make the section read :

Sec. 8. That such suit shail be begun within two years from the
date of such wrengful act, neglect, or default, unless during that period
there has not been reasonable opportunity for securing jurlsdiction of
the vessel, person, or corporation sought to be c‘h.nrgrg ; but after the
expiration of such period of two years the right of action hereby given
shall not be deemed to have lapsed until days after a reasonable
opportunity to secure jurisdiction has offered.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 11, to insert:

8ec. 7. That this act shall not affect any pending sult, action, or pro-
ceeding.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, before final action is taken on
this bill I desire to say that the question was raised in the
Judiciary Committee, by which the bill was considered, as to
whether it is within the power of the Government of the United
States to create the liability which would come into existence
under an act of this character in case of anccidents happening
upon the high seas upon a vessel belonging to some other coun-
try and sailing under a flag other than our own. I have not
been convinced that the jurisdiction of our Government extends
so far. It is my own impression that the act will be applicable
only to vessels of United States registry; but in terms the bill
applies to all vessels, I dare say that no harm will be done by
the passage of the bill in the comprehensive form in which it
has been reported, although it might as well be understood that
there is a serious question as to whether or not it ean ever be
made applicable to ships other than ships of the United States.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

SHOSHONE TEIBE OF INDIANS IN WYOMING.

The bill (8. 6526) authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of Indians
residing on the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming to submit
claims to the Court of Claims was considered as in Committee
of the Whole. The bill was read, as follows:

Beit enacted, ete., That all claims of whatsoever nature, both legal
and equitable, which the Shoshone Tribe of Indiens reslding on the
Wind River Reservation in Wyoming may have or clalm to have
against the United States under the treaty between the Unlted States
and said Shoshone Tribe ratified February 26, 1869, or under any other
laws or treaties, may be submitted to the Court of Claims, th the
right of appeal to the Bupreme Court of the United States by elther
party, for determination of the mghts of said SBhoshone Tribe in and
to sald reservation and for determination of the amounts, if any, of
the funds of said Shoshone Tribe which have been wronﬁ[uﬁy pald by
the United States to the Arapahoe Tribe of Indlans resliling on said
reservation, and for determination of the amounts, if any, due to sald
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Shoshene Tribe from the United States for the use and ocvmpamiy of
gaid reservation bg sald Aras oe Tribe, and for determination of the
amoun if any, due to said Shoshone Tribe from the United States
for portions of said reseriation, if any, which have been appropriated
b, t%e United States for sald Arapahoe Tribe or individ members

ereaf ;: and jurisdietion is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims
to hear and determine ail legal and equitable claims, if any, of sald

Shoshone Tribe against the United States, and also nug legal or
equitable defense, set-off, or countere ineclud tuities, which
the United States may have agalnst sald Shoshone and to enter

mdgment thereon: Provided, That if it be found that the United
States Government has wrongfully appropriated any part or parcel of
said reservation for the said Arasahoe ibe of Indians or individual
members thereof, judgment for damages in respect thereto, If any,
ghall be confined to the value of the land at the time of sald appro-
riation. together with interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum
ereon to the date of the decree of the Court of Claims rendered in
respect thereto, less any legal or equitable set-offs or counterclaims,
ineluding gratuities, which the United States Government may have
against the said Shoshone Tribe of Indians. The judgment of the
Court of Claims in this matter remdered, when satisfied, shall annul
and cancel all clalms aad title of the said Shoshone Tribe In and to
sald lands, as well as all other matters and tCh{:Fs adjudicated and
aunthorized to be adguﬂimted by the Court of ms, as hereln pro-
vided. The Court of Claims shall advance said cause upon the docket
, and shall have authority to determine and adjudge the
rights, both legal and equitable, of said Shoshone Tribe and of the
United States in the premises, notwithstanding lapse of time or stat-
utes of limitation, and the final ju ent and satisfaction thereof
shall be a full settlement of all claims of sald Shoshone Tribe against
the United States. Such cause shall be commenced within one year
after the of this act, and in such caunse the said Shoshone
laintiff and the United SBtates shall be gut{] de-
fendant ; tting forth the cause of said Shoshone
Tribe shali be werified by the attorneys employed by said Shoshone
Tribe to prosecute thelr claims under this act under contract ap-
oved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of In-
3{,_., Affairs, as provided by law, upon information and belief as to
the facts alleged therein, and no other verification to sald petition
shall be necessary. The Attorney General of the United States is
hereby directed to appear in said cause in behalf of the United States.
Upon the final determination of said cause the Court of Claims shall
deeree such fees as the court shall find reasonable to be paid to the
attorneys employed by said Shoshone Tribe, and the same shall be
paid out of any sum or sums found due to said Shoshone Tribe, or
out of any sum or sums which may be placed to the credit of said
Shoshone Tribe as a result of said cause: Provided, That in no case
shall the fees decreed by sald court be In excess of the amount stipu-
lated in the anmved contract nor amount to more than 10 er cent
of the amount and value of the judgment recovered in sald cause:
Provided furtner, That all sums of money which may be found to be
due and recovered for the Shoshone Tribe of Indians under the provi-
sions of this act, less attorney's fees, shall be placed to the it of
said Indians iz the Treasury of the United States at 3 per cent Interest
per annum, subject to such disposition as Congress may direct.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

LIENS OF JUDGMENTS AND DECREES OF COURTS.

The bill (H. R. 11416) to repeal an act approved March 2,
1895, entitled “An act to amend section 3 of an act entitled
‘An act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the
courts of the United States,” approved August 1, 1888, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BRYAN, Mr, President, what is the effect of this bill?

Mr. NELSON. It is really a local bill pertaining to the State
of Louisiana. A special law was passed by that State several
vears ago in respect of the filing of liens of judgments. This
bill is to repeal that law, and it only affects that State.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, at the request of a number of
Senators, [ ask that Orders of Business Nos. 685 and 688, being
respectively House bill 204 and Senate bill 5885, be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bills
will be passed over.

The bill (S. 4857) granting an extension of patent to Thomas
A. Dicks was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill
goes over,

MONUMENT IN ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY, VA.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 143) granting permission for
the erection of a monument in the Arlington National Ceme-
tery, Va., to the memory and in honor of the members of the
various orders of sisters who gave their services as nurses on
battle fields, in hospitals, and on floating hospitals during the
Civil War was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to grant permission to the Ladies’ Auxiliary, Ancient
Order of Hibernians in America, to erect a monument in
Arlington National Cemetery, Va., to the memory and in honor
of the members of the various orders of sisters who gave their
services as nurses on battle fields, in hospitals, and on floating
hospitals during the Civil War, records of whose services are
authenticated and in pessession of said ladies’ auxiliary; and
it directs the Secretary of War to select a suitable site or loca-

tlon upon which to erect the monument; but the monument
shall be erected without expense to the Government, and be pre-
sented to the people of the United States by the Ladies’ Aux-
iliary, Ancient Order of Hibernians in Ameriea.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

BUSINESS PASSED OVER.

The resolution (8. Res. 168) requesting the Attorney General
to examine into the facts concerning the illegal killing of seals,
ete., was announced as next in order,

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Let that go over, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the reso-
lution will go over.

The bill (8. 2512) to provide for the appointment of an ad-
ditional district judge for the southern district of West Vir-
ginia was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. I have a number of letters in reference to that
bill, and I see that the Senator from West Virginia who reported
the bill is not present. I desire to interrogate him in regard to
the matter, and so I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill
will go over.

CLATMS OF DISLOYALISTS,

The bill (8. 3700) to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal
section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States” was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend
the aet entitled “An act to repeal section 3480 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States” by adding after the word “Army "
the words “ Navy, Marine Corps, and Revenue Service.”

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PARK CITY, UTAH.

The bill (8. 6720) to Increase the limit of cost of public
building at Park City, Utah, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole. It proposes to increase the limit of cost of the
United States Federal building at Park City, Utah, $10,000, or
so’ much thereof as may be necessary, to meet the additional
cost of changes and additions to the building.

Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
for what purpose is this building to be erected?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator, I desire
to say that it is a post-office building, to be erected at Park
City. It was provided for eight years ago, with an appropria-
tion of $30.,000. There was some question concerning the title,
and for some years the Government was unable to acquire
proper title to the land. The Government now has secured
the title, but according to the plans that were drawn for the
Government the building would cost forty-nine hundred and
some odd dollars more than the $30,000 appropriated. The
Government now finds that everything has advanced in cost,
and the department has sent a letter to the chairman of the
Committee on Public” Buildings and Grounds of the House re-
questing that before the construction be commenced an appro-
priation of $10,000 be made to take care of the building. They
are ready to proceed with it.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

CONGRESSIONAL CLUB OF WASHINGTON.

The bill (8. 6178) to exempt from taxation certain property
of the Congressional Club in Washington, D. O., was announced
as next in order.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I do not care to object
to the consideration of that bill if any Senator ean give any
reason why it should be passed. I should like to inquire why
should the property of a club be exempt from taxation?

Mr, OVERMAN. And a Congressional Club at that.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Well, as I have said, I do not care to
object to the consideration of  the bill, but I should like some
reason given for its passage.

Mr. OVERMAN., Let the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection having been made, the
bill will go over.

MANUFACTURE OF GAS IN SOUTH HILO, HAWAIL

The bill (H. R. 15777) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act
duly enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, as
amended by Congress, relating to the granting of a franchise

for the purpose of manufacturing and supplying gas in the dis-
trict of South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawalii,

. was announced as next in order.
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Mr, WALSH. MMr, President, we are not supplied with copies
of the bill now being considered. It seems to be rather an
extensive bill, and I think I will object to its conslderation.

Mr. SHAFROTH. DMr. President, I hope the Senator will
not object to that bill, It has been before the committee and
we have waited before reporting until a member of the Public
Utilities Commission of Hawaii could come to Washington.
‘After hearing him, the committee determined that the bill as
passed by the Legislature of Hawall and as approved by the
House should also be approved by the Senate. I will state to
the Senator——

Mr., WALSH. DMr. President, relying as I do upon the dili-
gence of the Senator from Colorado in respect to all these mat-
ters, and reposing the confidence that I do in his judgment, I
withdraw the objection,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lee of Maryland in the
c¢hair). Is there objection to the consideration of the bill?

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr, President, I should like
to inquire whether the franchise is to be granted to a private
eorporation in Honoluln?

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is to be granted to a private corporation
in Honolulu, subject to regulation as to rates, and so forth, by
the public-utilities commission there.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That safeguard might im-
prove it, but on general prineiples I think that all public utilities
of that character should belong to the municipality.

Mr. SHAFROTH. No one wants to undertake this work
there except a private corporation; and that corporation will
be subject to regulation as to its rates and other matters by
the public-utilities commission. The act granting the franchise
was passed by the Legislature of Hawaii, and that act has been
approved by the House of Representatives. The House bill ap-
proving it was referred to the Senate committee, and I received
a telegram from the governor of Hawaii in relation to the
laying of the pipes; but I delayed reporting the bill for prob-
ably a month in order that a member of the public-utilities com-
mission might come here and explain the matter. He came here
and consented to the bill. It is agreed to by everybody, and it
seems to me that it should be passed.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Very well; I will acquiesce.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HIOMESTEAD RESIDEXCE OF SOLDIERS.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President:

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I rise to a parlianmentary
inguiry.

the PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smarror in the chair).
The Senator will state it.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Has the calendar been finished under the
unanimous-consent agreement?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Yes; it has been finished.

Mr. BRANDEGEE, I want to inquire whether Calendar No.
G77, being Senate joint resolution 147, has been acted upon?

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. That joint resolution was
passed.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Chair does not mean it was passed
over, but was adopted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
passed by the Senate.

" Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have no objection to it whatever, but,
on looking at the Stalutes at Large, which this bill proposes to
make applicable to the soldiers of the Regular Army and the
militia now on the Mexican border, I find it refers to the act ap-
proved June 16, 1898, page 473, Thirtieth Statutes at Large.
There are four acts on that page all approved on the same
date, and I believe that the joint resolution should be recon-
sidered, and that the chapter of the statutes should be put in
50 as to identify it; that is all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator move to
reconsider the votes whereby the joint resolution was ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have no particular concern about it;
but I wanted to call attention to the matter.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to secure a copy of
the joint resolution, and see what the trouble is.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. There is no trouble about it, except
.that the joint resolution on the calendar which the Senate has

purports to extend the provisions of an act in the
Thirtieth Statutes at Large, to which it refers only by the page
qand date of the approval of the act. There are four acts on
,the page of the Statuies at Large mentioned in the joint
'resolution.

The joint resolution was

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. Does the other language of the
Jjoint resolution so clearly indicate the particular act approved
June 16, 1898, that it could be plainly identified?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. There are four ncts in the Statutes at
Large on the same page approved on that day, each being a
separate chapter, and I say that if we insert in the joint
resolution the number of the chapter as well as the date, it will
serve to identify the act referred to.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is the Senator prepared to suggest
the designation of the chapter which should go in the joint
resolution?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have it right here, and I can prepare it
in just a minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say to the
Senator from Connecticut that the reference of the joint reso-
lution is fo the provisions of the act approved June 16, 1898
(30 Stat. L., p. 473).

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I know that; but there are four acts
on page 473, approved June 16, 1808, The one that is men-
tioned in the joint reselution is an aect in relation to the giving
of a man in the military service of the United States the right
to have the time of his service counted in computing his
residence upon a homestead taken up on the publie lands, or,
if he is discharged, wounded, or disabled, the time of his en-
listment, not to exceed one year, may be counted as a portion
of the time le is required to have resided on his land. That act
is chapter 458, and if in the jo!nt resolution, in line 4, where
it says in parenthesis “ [Thirtieth Statutes at Large, page 4731,”
r‘he were to add the words “ chapter 458, that would identify

e act.

The PRESIDING OFFFICER. Does the Senator move to re-
consider tha vote by which the joint resolution was ordered to
be as:(:]dg‘rossw for a third reading, read the third time, and

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think it had better be reconsidered,
and we had better leave the matter to the author of the resolu-
tion to take care of. I move that the action of the Senate in
passing the joint resolution in the shape in which it was passed
be reconsidered.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not want to imperil the considera-
tion or passage of the joint resolution. We may rever reach
it again at this session,

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I think, under the cireumstances,
we would all give consent that the author of the joint resolu-
tion migat ask for its consideration at any time, as it ocenpies
a peculiar position, and we ought to do that. I think we ouglht
to reconsider it, and I therefore make that motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Georgia that the votes whereby the joint
resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, be reconsidered.

The motion was agreed to.

MAINTENANCE OF INDIAN SCIIOOLS,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, (8. 6748)
providing that Indian schools may be maintained without re-
striction- as to annunal rate of expenditure per pupil, and which
is asked for by the Department of the Interior. It is very short.
I will say that the bill has been reported from the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all
moneys approprinted or available for Indian school purposes
may be expended without restriction as to per capita expendi-
ture for the annual support and education of apy one pupil in
any Indian school.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

JLLEGAL KILLING OF SEALS.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, President, I should like to ask the Senate
to recur to Order of Business No. 089, being Senate resolution
168, to the consideration of which objection was made by the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Brawpecee], as I understand.
I think that if he would attend to the substance of the resolu-
tion for a moment he would be constrained to withdraw the
objection. It simply requests and authorizes the Attorney Gen-
eral to examine into the facts as stated in House Report No.
500, Sixty-third Congress, second session, for the purpose of
advising himself and ascertaining whether an action does not
lie in behnlf of the United States against a company having
the seal privileges on the Pribilof Islands. I apprehend that
the Senator will find no reason for not having the Aitoruey
General make these investigations.
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I might say, in this connection, that the bill comes to us
introduced by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Smite] and
with the concurrence of the Committee on the Judiciary. I do
not remember that it encountered any opposition at all before
that committee. I wil. say to the Senator from Connecticut
that I have myself examined the report with some degree of
care, and I certainly think that sufficient appears from the
report to fully justify us in asking the Attorney General to
make this inquiry.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I notice——

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Con-
necticut allow me to say something?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will

Mr. NELSON, I am somewhat familiar with the matter to
which the Senator from Montana refers, and I am satistied,
from the facts that have come to my knowledge, that this bill
ought to pass. It is a matter of justice, and it is a matter of
right. There has been a disposition in certain aquarters to
evade the luw that we passed some years ago to preserve the
fur-seal herd up in the Pribilof Islands; and it is in order 1o
zet at the bottom of these facts, and for the protection of the
herd, that this resolution ought to pass.

Mr. LANE. Mr, President, if the Senator will allow wme, I
should like to add my voice to the opinion given by both the
Senator from Montana and the Senator from Minnesota. I
fhink it wouid be very neglizent on the part of this body if it
did not pass this resolution and give the Government an oppor-
tunity fo ascertain what there is back of this matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the eon-
sideration of the resolution?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. There was an objection which has not
been withdrawn yet; and I am getting information.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the
Senator to ask for unanimous consent.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am being talked to by threc Senators,
and I am not allowed to say a word myself. After they have
finished I shall have something to say.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen-
ator, I should like to say another word.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes; I have not the floor. The Senator

I understood that the Senator from Con-

has the floor.

Mr. WALSH.
necticut had. I was going to say to the Senator that I feel that
the report makes a perfect prima facie case of liability in a
very large sum to the Government of the United States. Now,
it may be that the facts which apparently fix that liability are
capable of some explanation, although, if there is an explana-
tion which would relieve these parties from liability, it is cer-
tainly not disclosed in the report or in the testimony that accom-
panies the report. If I am any judge of the matter at all, I
should say that a prima facie case of liability has been made.

Under the circumstances, it seems to me that it is quite proper
for the Senate—the attention of Members of this body having
been called to it—to request the Attorney General to make the
investigation, with a view to the institution of a suit, if in his
Jjudgment a suit can be maintained. Indeed, my attention hav-
ing been called to the facts, I should not feel that I had discharged
my duty here as a Member of the Senate and as in a certain
sense a guardian of the interests of the United States, if I did
not urge this action ; and I trust that the Senator from Connecti-
cut will find some good reason for withdrawing his objection.

Mr, BRANDEGEE. My, President, I would have withdrawn
it long ago if I had been given an opportunity; but I was so
interested in the three orations that I did not have a chance,

I want to say, however, that the basis of my objection was
simply this: The resolution purported to come from the Judiciary
Committee. I am a member of that committee, and I had rot
heard any such resolution brought before the committee. I
could not attend last Monday's meeting, if it came from that
meeting, because I was out of town. When I saw it on the calen-
dar I sent for the report to which it alludes—to wit, Report No.
500, Sixty-third Congress, second session—and I find that there
is a minority report accompanying that report, which starts out
by sa; ng:

The undersigned have carefully considered the testimony of all the
witnesses before the committee during these hearings, which have
now been prolonged for three years. They are of the conviction that
the charges under congideration, involving alleged irregularity in the
conduet and management of the business of kflilng fur seals on the
Government reservation known as the Pribilof or Seal Islands of
Alaska, are without foundation.

I have had no opportunity to examine that minority report,
which contains about 22 pages. I do not know whether the
Senator from Alontaina has seen it or not; but as I knew
nothing about it amd ns no Senator said a word about it when
the bill was renched, 1 thought it might go over until it was
explained.

Inasmuch as the Senator from Minnesota and the Senator
from Montana think the investigation ought to be made, I have
no objection, and I will withdraw any that I made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The
question is on agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and be is hercby, authorized
and reoauested to examine into the facts as stated in I-fnuse Report
No. 500, Bixty-third Congress, second session, April 4, 1914, concern-
ing the illegal killing of fur seals on the Phibilof Islands, and taking
of skins therefrom, and to bring suit as urged thereon if the law and
evidence warrant such action.

ERSKINE R. HAYES,

Mr. HARDING. I should like to have unanimous consent to
revert to order of business 539, House bill 7062, which was
passed over the other day because no one was present to ex-
plain the measure. It is a very pitiable ease which has come
to the attention of the Senate at a previous session, and I may
say that the Senate has already passed such a bill at its last
session. This time the measure comes to us with the approval
of the House, There was not the slightest objection in the
committee to the relief being granted, and I should like to have
it considered.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes and direects
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Erskine R. Hayes,
the sum of $3,000, in full compensation for injuries received on
the 16th day of December, 1902, while in the performance of
his duty as an employee of the Bureau of Engraving and Print-
ing, Treasury Department, in the city of Washington, D. C.

Mr. SMOOT. Is there an amendment to the bill?

Mr. HARDING. No; there is no Senate committee amend-
ment to the bill. It was amended in the House, and the amount
reduced from $5,000 to $3,000.

My, SMOOT. Does the Senator know what salary this man
was drawing in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing?

Mr. HARDING. Only approximately $800, as I remember;
probably less. I will state, for the benefit of the Senator from
Utah, that the man was injured, and it was thought at one time
that he had recovered, and for a number of years he pressed no
claim against the department, It has since developed that it is
a permanent injury, however. The man has a wife and children
to support. and is in a very distressing state. I think the claim
is a very just one and ought to be allowed.

Mr. SMOOT. It may be a meritorious claim. I do not know
a thing about it. All I questioned was whether we were going
to follow the rule of the Claims Committee in this case as in all
other cases of similar occurrences. Of course there may be some
circumstances that I know nothing about to justify the $3,000
appropriation.

Mr, HARDING., The man is perfectly helpless. He has to be
retained in a case that braces his spine. It is a very pitiable
case, and worthy of our consideration.

Mr., SMOOT. I will ask the Senator from Florida [Mr.
Bryax] whether he knows anything about the case?

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, this bill was passed by the
Senate during the last Congress. It Is a most extreme case.
There was a man working in the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing, at a salary of $660 a year, and he was injured, and
apparently recovered. Several years later he became a hopeless
cripple, and it turned out that his spine was injured. At the
time of his injury he was 22 years old, welghing 180 pounds.
He has lived all these years. It has been several years since the
accident happened. He has very little property. The bill was
considered very carefully in the committee a couple of years ago.
The bill was introduced by the Senator from Ohio. My recollec-
tion is that the amount carried in the bill at that time was $5,000.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. How much Is it now?

Mr. BRYAN. Three thousand dollars. It is an unusual
case.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Would that be better for him than
to come under our general bill, that we have about ready, and
receive his annuity during the balance o? his life?

Mr. BRYAN. Yes; I think it would, because he is not apt
to live long.

Mr. HARDING. I should prefer the enactment of this bill,
because it would bring immediate relief.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I do not object to the bill
has already been waiting for some time.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

NEWARK TWO HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. HucaEs] had to leave the Chamber. He asked me to

He
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report for him House joint resolution 193, anthorizing the Post-
master General to provide the postmaster of Newark, N. J.,
with a special eanceling die for the Newark two hundred and
fiftieth anniversary celebration, and to ask for its immediate
consideration.

Mr. BRYAN. DMMr, President, does not the Post Office Depart-
ment object to the passage of that bill on the ground that it
involves considerable expense?

Mr. SMOOT. That is what the Senator from Alabama said
the other day.

Mr. BRYAN. Alr. President, what is the order under which
we are acting? Have we a right to consider that bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We have a right to consider
bills that are on the calendar.

Mr. SMOOT. I think that is t{rue, Mr. President; and I
will withdraw the request, because it is not in order under
the unanimous-consent agreement.

STOCK-RAISING HOMESTEADS.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I think there is yet time
to consider Order of Business 324, House bill 407, and I ask
unanimous consent that it be considered.

Mr. SMOOT Is that the child-labor bill?

Mr. STERLING. No; it is the stock-raising homestead bill—
a bill which was renched at the last eall of the calendar, and
two objections to its immediate consideration were withdrawn,
and then the hour was nearly up.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T am perfectly willing that the
bill shiould be considered, but the Senator from Arizona has
an amendment which he desires to offer to the bill.

Mr. STERLING. That was urged the last time we were
considering the calendar—that the Senator from Arizona had
an amwendment to this bill. Suppose he has; are we to wait
for the Senator from Arizona to appear and present an amend-
ment to this bill?

Mr. SMOOT. I object to its consideration at this time, Mr.
President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
the bill will be passed over.

ADJUDICATION OF PRIVATE CLAIMS.

Mr, SMITH of Georgin. Mr, President, I wish to call atten-
tion to a bill that was objected to this afternoon, to see if
possibly we can not pass it now. It is known as the Mann
bill. 1t is a bill that has passed the House and was intro-
duced by Congressman Maxws. It proposes to repeal what is
called the Crawford amendment, so as to permit the parties
who have these cases pendipg in the Court of Claims to go on
with their litigation.

Mr. SMOOT. We can not pass that in five minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No. We can pass it in half an
hour, though. :

Mr. SMOOT. But the unanimous-consent agreement is that
we will take a recess at ¢ o'clock.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. Oh! I did not know that. If I
had known that, I would not have made the request.

Mr. SMOOT. We are working under a special order to that
effect.

Objection having been made,

NAVAL DENTAL RESERVE CORPS.

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp a letter merely by way of correction of an erron-
eous statement that was made here on the floor,

The PRESIDING OFFICHR, Without objection,
ordered.

The letter is as follows:

it is so

Wasmixarox, D. C,,
August }, 1016.

My Dear Bir: May I, in justice {o myself and other members of the
Naval Dental Reserve Corps, ask you to procure the publication in

the CoXGRESSIONAL IEcomp of the plea of not guilty to the charges
stated and implied {n the following quotation from the CONGRESSIONAL
REcown, page 12835, in reference to amendment 77, pages 52 to 56,
naval appropriation bill, namely :

“Not a line was written by any member of the commiitec. The
amendment about the Dental Reserve L‘o?m was brought to me by Dr.
Brown of Columbus, who is chairman of the legislative committee of
the National Dentul Association. Tbhe department made no objection
to if, and it was put in cxactly as it was handed to me by Dr. Brown
who told me it was satisfaciory to all the members of the Dental
Reserve Corps.”

The wisdom and policy of this disclaimer of the respoasibility of
the committee for the origin and the strikingly peculiar provisions
of the amendment are readily recognized, but, unhappily, there is
thereby attributed to ali the Diental Reserve Corps officers a degree of
damaging responsibility which is therein disclaimed for the committee,

It is nconceivable to me that the Sepate or any Scnator would deny
us the opportunity of making the same disclaimer through the same
channel that was used for the committee's own protection.

I desire, however, to go further than merely entering the plea of not
uilty and to deny most emphatieally that any correctly informed
sentnl leserve Corps officer expressed satisfaction with the J:ru\'lslons

of the amendment which are Kknowno to be deceptive and a false

Prctcnse. the department haviog held these same provisions In existing
aw to prohibit instead of to authorize, nx was the evident intent of
U.le act of Congress, the more cconomic employment of Dental Rescrve
;::s%s“ ggcers when required to conserve the health and efficlency of the

To remain silen. under an imputation thus refleciing serionsly on
our Intelligence. our sincerity, and our adheresce to correet prin-
clples is too much to expect of men of character.

I bhave the honor to remain,

Faithfully yours.

STATUE OF JAMES BUCIHANAN.

Mr, LEE of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent to take up
Order of Business 152, Senate joint resolution 93, authorizing
the erection on the public grounds in the city of Washington,
D. C., of a siatue of James Buchanan, a former President of the
United States. The committee reported this joint resolution
with an amendment striking out the location and leaving the
location to the Fine Arts Commission. I have a letter from
Col. Harts, secretary of the commission. saying that *hey ap-
prove of the location that was already in the joint resolution.
A joint resolution has come over from the House in the proper
form, with the location as approved by the Commission of Fine
Arts. I move, therefore, that it be substituted for the Senate
Joint resolution and passed. I move to substitute House joint
resolution 145,

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I think I shall have to object
to the consideration of the joint resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania to the consideration of the joint resolu-
tion, 8o it will have to go over.

Mr. OLIVER. I will say to the Senator from Maryland that
I will look into the matter, and the next time the calendar comes
up I may withdraw the objection.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. Mr. President, this i3 a matter where
contracts are pending.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Maryland that it would be necessary to have the
original joint resolution as passed by the House before it can
be considered here.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. It has come over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Secretary informs the
Chair that it has not.

Mr, LEE of Maryland. It has come over, and has been re-
ferred to the Committee on the Library.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original is in the hands
of the committee. It must be here on the desk of the Secretary
before it can be consldered.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. The Senate resolution, which is in
similar terms, has been reported with an amendment striking
out the site.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; but there is a rule pro-
viding that the original bill as passed by the House must be
i];llew on the desk of the Secretary before it can have considera-

on.

Mr. LEE of Maryland. I have asked unanimous consent for
the substitution, but the Senator from Pennsylvania objects.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not believe
that it is subject to unanimous consent. That is one of the
rules of the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. Under the unanimous-consent agreement we
are only fo consider bills on the calendar under Rule VIII; and
as soon as the consideration of the ealendar was completed, be-
ginning with Order of Business No. 593, any bill on the cal-
endar might be taken up by unanimous consent upon request of
a Senator—just the bills on the calendar,

Mr, NELSON. DMr. President, I was about to ask unanimous
consent to consider two or three bridge bills that were reported
this morning, ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not Kknow
whcghor or not they come under the unanimous-consent agree-
ment. .

Mr. NELSON. They are on the calendar. They were re-
ported to-day.

Mr. SHEPPARD. If I remember correctly, those bills were
passed.

Mr. NELSON, Were they all passed?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, sir.

The PRESIDING OIFICER. The Chair is informed by the
Secretary that the bills were all passed {bis morning,

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is my recollection,

Mr. BRYAN, DMr. President, a parlinmentary inquiry. What
time is it?

Mr. OVERMAN,

Wil DOXXALLY.

I move that the Senate take a recess until

Monday morning at 10 o'clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 58 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until Monday, August 7, 1016,
at 10 o'clock a. m.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Saruroay, Adugust 5, 1916,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
1owing prayer:

We thank Thee, our Father in heaven, that in spite of the
brutal instinets which seem to be in the ascendancy among
some of the nations now engaged in a cruel war the god-
like is asserting itself in solemn protestations and millions are
being poured out to alleviate the suffering-of the mangled men
and the sorrowing women and children bereft of their loved
ones : and we most fervently pray that out of it all the godlike
may ussert itself to a degree which shall make war a crime so
hideous that it shall pass into oblivion; that Thy kingdom may
come in the hearts of all Thy children ; that they may think the
thoughts they know they ought to think, do the things they know
they ought to do, live the life they know they ought to live, and
thus honor and glorify Thy holy name. In the spirit of Jesus
Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the nmendments of the
House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 54, 112, and
223 to the bill (H. R. 12717) making appropriations for the
Department of Agriculture for the fiseal year ending June 30,
19017, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill
of the following title, in whieh the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

S.6361. An act providing for the sale at public auection of all
unsold suburban lots not reserved for publie purposes in the
Government town site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for the issu-
ance of patents for those previously sold under the act of May 2,
1906, on the payment of the price at which the said lots were
reappraised under said act without further condition or delay.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out nmendment bills of the following titles:

I1. IR. 16534. An act to authorize the commissioners of Lycom-
ing County, Pa., their successors in office, to construct u bridge
aecross the West Branch of the Susquehanna River from the foot
of Arch Street, in the city of Willinmsport, Lycoming County,
Pa., io the borough of Duboistown, Lycoming County, Pa.; and

H. R.16604. An act to authorize the commissioners of Lycom-
ing County, Pa., and their successors in office, to construct a
bridge across the West Branch of the Susquehanna River from
the borough of Montgomery, Lycoming County, Pa., to Muncy
Creek Township, Lycoming County, Pa,

The message also announced that the Senate hiad agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
bill (HL. R. 15957) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy,
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16290) granting pen-
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sallors
of the Civil War, and certain widows and dependent children
of soldiers and sailors of said war, had agreed to the confer-
ence asked for by the House, and had appointed Mr. JoENs0oN
of Maine, Mr. HueHESs, and Mr. Samoor as the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upen its amendments to the bill (H. R. 15494) granting pen-
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War, and certain widows and dependent children
of soldiers and sailors of said war, had agreed to the confer-
ence asked for by the House, and had appointed Mr. Joaxsox
of Maine, Mr. HucHEs, and Mr. Satoor as the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

- The message also announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment bills of the following titles:

H. R. 16912. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Trumbull County, Ohio, to construct a bridge across the
Mahoning River in the State of Ohio;

H. R. 16875. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Crisp County, Ga., to construct a bridge across Flint River,
Gu., bhetween Crisp and Sumter Counties ;

LIII—76G6

H. R. 16801. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Traill County, N. Dak., and to Polkk County, Minn,, to construct
a bridge across the Red River of the North;

H. R. 16764. An act to authorize the commissioners of
Nerthumberland and Union Counties in Pennsylvania, their
successors in office, to construct a bridge across the West
Branch of (he Susquehanna River from the borough of Wat-
sontown, Northumberland County, Pa., to White Deer Town-
ship, Union County, Pa.;

H. . 16380. An aect granting the consent of Congress to the
Board of Supervisors of Highlanding Township, Pennington
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across Red Lake River;

II. R. 13224, An act to amend an act entitled “An aet to au-
thorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk Insurance
in the Treasury Department,” approved September 2, 1914 ; and

H. R.7883. An act for the relief of Charlotte M, Johnston,

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committiee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the hill (H. It. 16699) making appropriations for the support of
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917,
and for other purposes.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr, LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the
following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. . 12197. An act authorizing Ashley County, Ark., to con-
struet a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the
following title:

8.3069. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend
an act entitled *An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu-
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts
amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate
Commerce Commission,”"” approved March 4, 1915,

MILITARY ACADEMY ATPROPRIATION DBILL,

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to fake from the Speaker's
table the conference report on the bill H. R. 16699.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama ealls up the
conference report on the Military Academy bill, The Clerk will
read the report.

The Clerk read the conference report.

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 10S835).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. RR.
16699) making appropriations for the support of the Military
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and for other
purposes, -having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend fto their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 5,
6, 7, and 9. g

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 8, 10, 11, 18, and 15, and agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its.
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the
end of saild amendment the following:

“Provided further, That the present manager of the cadet
store shall, on his own application, after 40 years' service as
clerk, superintendent, and manager of said store, be entitled to
be placed on the retired list of the Army with the pay of a re-
tired pay clerk, Quartermaster Corps, of the same period of
seryice.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its
disagreement fo the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“Provided, That whenever a cadet shall fail to pass any re-
quired examination because deficient in any one subject of
instruction he shall have the right to apply for a second exim-
ination regarding such subject by making written application
therefor to the Academic Board within 10 days after being offi-
cially notified. of such failure. The examination demanded
shall be held within 60 days from the date of sueh applieation,
and if the cadet being otherwise qualified shall pass the same
by compliance with the requirements existing at the time of
the first examination, he shall be rendmitted to the aeademy :
Provided further, That this proviso shall apply to those former
cadets who failed in not more than two subjects during the
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eurrent year who shall make application for such examination
within 20 days after the approval of this act: Provided further,
That any cadet who fails to pass any required examination
shall have no more than one reexamination: And provided fur-
ther, That nothing contained in section 1325 of the Revised
Statutes shall render ineligible any former ecadet honorably
discharged from the Military Academy for deficiency in studies,
if otherwise qualified, as a civillan candidate for appointment
fo any vacancy in the grade of second lieutenant under class 6
of the national-defense act approved June 3, 1916.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and
agree to' the some with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed by said amendment insert * $5,000"; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 14: That the House reecede from its
disagreement fo the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

*The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint
three officers of the Army, whose duty it shall be to investigate
and to make report to Congress on the tirst Monday in December,
1016, what is necessary to be done in the way of buildings and
other improvements to accommodate and care for the inereased
Corps of Cadets, as provided by the act of May 4, 1916, together
with the probable cost thereof.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

James Hay,

S. H. DexT, Jr,

Joan C. McKeNzIE,
Managers on the part of the Ifouse.

Gro. E. CHAMBERLAIN,
Duscan U. FLETCHER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT.

The statement of the managers on the part of the House as to
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments in
the Senate to H. R. 16699, making appropriations for the sup-
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 1917, and for
other purposes:

The Senate receded from its amendments numbered 3, 5, 6,
T, and 9, Nos. 8, 5, 6, and T being amendments classifying privates
in the academy into privates of the first class and privates; No. 9
being an amendment providing for two professional eivilian
instructors in gymnasties, ete., instead of one, as provided by
the House.

The House receded from its disagreements on the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, §, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and
15, No. 1 being an increase of $500 for pay of seven professors
and providing for the rank, pay, and allowanees of a colonel for
a permanent professor who on July 1, 1916, should have served
not less than 33 years in the Army, one-third of which service
should have been as professor and instructor at the Military
Academy, and also a proviso granting to the storekeeper, who
has had 40 years’ service, the privilege of retiring with the pay
and allowances of a pay elerk, Quartermaster Corps. No. 4 is
a mere eorrection of the omission of a word in the House bill.
No. 8 is a new item for pay of one battalion sergeant major,
$768. No. 10 is a proviso giving the chapel organist quarters and
allowances as those of a second lientenant. No. 11 is a new item
for the purchase of the latest model sketehing apparatus, $1,000,
No. 13 is a new item for the purchase of one 8-ton road roller,

. No. 15 provides for the instruction at the academy of
Mr. J. Rieardo de Borja, a citizen of Ecuador.

Amendment No. 2: Provides for a reexamination in the event
of failure in any two subjects, and also grants to former ecadets
who have failed on their examination the same privilege as a
civilian to be appointed a second lieutenant in the Army.

Amendment No, 12: Provides for an appropriation of $5,000
instead of $8,685 in the Senate bill and $3.879 in the House bill,

Amendment No. 14: Provided for an appropriation of $1.000,-
000 for the enlargement and extension of the bulldings, grounds,
etc., and in lien thereof the Secretary of War is authorized to
have an investigation made as to the necessity for such improve-
ments and report the same back at the next session of Con-
gress, =

JaumEes Haxy,

S. H. DenT, Jr.,

Joun C. McKExzIE,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires to
ask some question about it, I move the adoption of the con-
ference report.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

On motion of Mr. DEsT, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table,

PENBIONS,

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer-
ence report on the bill H, R. 11240,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the hill by title and
then read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H. R. 11240) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sallors of the Regular Army anil Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sallors.

The conference report was read.
The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1052).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
11240) granting pensions and inerease of pensions to certain
soldiers and saflors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain

-soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to

widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

Tha‘i‘: the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 11,
and 14.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, and
13, and agree to the same,

Epwarp KeaTIirG,

Cagr. VINsON, -

Sam R. SELLs,
Managers on the part of the Housc.

N. P, Bryan,

Mires PoOINDEXTER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of tlie House on the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two IHouses on amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 11240) granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, submit the
following written statement in explanation of the effect of the
action agreed upon by the conference as to each of the said
amendments, namely :

On amendment No. 1: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The proposed beneficiary is now dead.

On amendment No. 2: The House coneurs in the Senate amend-
ment. It is not believed that a higher rate than $12 per month
is justified on the facts presented by the report which accom-
panied the bill.

On amendments Nos. 3 and 4: The House coneurs in the Senate
amendments. The first amendment corrects an error, and the
later merely changes the phraseology of the bill,

On amendment No. 5: The Senate recedes. The rate of $20 per
month to this widow is warranted by the evidence upon file in
the case.

On amendment No. 6: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. It is not believed a pension is justified upon the evidence
submitted in this case.

On amendments Nos. 7, 8, 9, and 10: The House coneurs in the
Senate amendments. This is only a change in the phraseology.

On amendment No. 11 : The Senate recedes. It is believed that
a pension of $20 per month is fully warranted upon the evidence
submitted in this case, and that same should be approved.

On amendment No, 12 ; The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. " The disabilities from which the soldier now suffers ap-
pear to be due to his own misconduet and not incurred in line
of duty, as shown by the records of the War Department, and
for this reason the committee did not believe the facts justified
the proposed pension.

On amendment No, 13: The House concurs in the Senate
amendment. This is only n change in phraseology.
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On amendment No. 14: The Senate recedes, A pension of $12
per month to this soldier is fully justified in this case, and the
item is aecordingly approved.

Epwirp KEATING,

CaARrr. VINSON,

Sam R. SELLs,
Managers on the part of the House.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr, KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the bill H. R. 12194

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title and
read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H. R. 12104) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sallors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors.

The conference report was read.

The conference report and statement arve as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (X0. 1033).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
12104) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldlers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 4,
and 13.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12,
and agree to the same,

Epwarp KeATING,

Canr. VINSox,

Sam R. SELLs,
Managers on the part of the House.

N. P. Beyax,

Mites PoOINDEXTER,
Alanagers on the part of the Senale.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 12194) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference as to each
of the said amendments, namely :

On amendment No.1: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. It is not believed a pension is warranted by the evi-
dence submitted in this ease, and the bill is therefore one which
fails to warrant approval.

On amendment No. 2: The Senate reccdes. A pension of $12
per month to this soldier is fully warranted by the evidence

- upon file in support of the bill

On amendmentNo. 3: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. This is merely the correction of an error in the name of
the beneficiary.

On amendment No. 4: The Senate recedes. The facts of this
case fully justify the approval of this case at $17 per month,
and an increase in rate is fully warranted.

On amendments Nos. 5, 6. and 7: The House coneurs in the
Senate amendments. This is only a change in the phrasecology.

On amendment No. 8: The House concurs in the Senate
amendment. The facts as presented by the report accompany-
ing this bill fail to justify approval of this case.

On amendment No. 9: The House concurs in the Senate
amendment. The beneficiary is now dead.

On amendments Nos. 10, 11, and 12: The ITouse conecurs in the
Senate amendments. This is only a change in phraseology,

On amendment No. 13: The Senate recedes. A pension of $12
per month to this soldier is fully justified by the evidence sub-
mitted, and for that reagon the case is approved.

Epwarp Keatixg,

Casr VINsoN,

Sam R, Senus,
Alanagers on the Part of the House.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to, !

Mr, KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer-
ence report on the bill H. R, 13620, an omnibus pension bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title and
also read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H. R. 13620) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-

tain soldiers and eailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors,

The conference report was read.
The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFEREXCE REPORT (X0. 1053).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Rt
13620) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and
to widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

%‘h-}lt the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5
and 7. !

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, G, 8, and 9, and agree
to the same,

Epwarp KEATING,

CArL VINSON,

Sax R. SeLns,
Managers on the part of the House.

N. P. Bryax,

Mires POINDEXTER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House of the confereunce on-
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Scnate to the bill (H. R. 13620) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference as to each
of the said amendments, namely :

On amendment No. 1: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The evidenee submitted in this case fails to warrant
approval of the bill, and it is not believed a pension is justified.

On amendment No. 2: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment, This is merely a change in phraseology.

On amendment No. 3 : The House concurs in the Senate amend-
meut. The bencficiary is now in receipt of a pension of $12 per
month and It is not believed the facts and cireumstances of the
case justify an increase in rate of pension.

On amendment No. 4: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. This is only a change in phraseology.

On amendment No, 5: The Senate recedes. It is not believed
that a higher rate than $24 per month, recommended by the
House, is warranted, and the bill is therefore approved for that
amount,

On amendment No. 6: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The evidence submitted in this case fails to warrant the
belief that any of the disabilities from which the sailor now
suffers were incurred in service and line of duty, and therefore
approval of the bill is not justified.

On amendment No 7: The Senate recedes. Upon the evidence
submitted in support of this bill a pension of £12 per month is
fully justified, and approval is therefore given the case.

On amendment No. 8: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. There is no evidence to show that any of the present
disabilities from which the soldier now suffers were incurred in
service and line of duty, and approval of the case is therefore
not warranted.

On amendment No. 9: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The evidence is far from convineing that any of the disa-
bilities from which the soldier now suffers were incurred in
service and line of duty, and approval of the case is therefore
not justified.

i Epwarp KEATING,

CARL VINSON,
Sax R, SeLLs,
Managers on the part of the IHouse,
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The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer-
ence report on the bill H. R. 14576, an omnibus pension bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title and
also read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H. R. 14576) grantin pcnstons and i of penst
to certain soldiers and sailers of the Regular Army and Navy, ‘and cer-
tain soldlers and sailors of wars other than the Clvil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sallors.

The conference report was read.
The conference report and statement arve as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1064).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14576) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol-
diers. and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and certain
sollliers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 8,
10, and 17.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14,
15, and 16, and agree to the same.

Epwarp KeATING,

CarL VINSON,

Sam R. SELLs,
Managers on the part of the House.

N. P. BrYAN,
MiLks POINDEXTER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

BTATEMENT.

__The managers on the part of the House on the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 14576) granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, sub-
mit the following written statement in explanation of the effect
of the action agreed upon by the conference as to each of the
said amendments, namely :

On amendment No. 1: The House coneurs in the Senate amend-
ment. It is not believed the evidence submitted in this case jus-
tifies the allowance of pension, and therefore the ease can not
be given approval.

On amendment No. 2: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The soldier is now drawing a pension of $20 per month,
and an increase is not justified upon the evidence filed

On amendment No. 3: The Senate recedes. A penslon at $17
per month is fully warranted by the evidence submitted in this
case, and the same is therefore approved for that amount.

On amendment No. 4 : The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The evidence fails to warrant the belief that any of the
present disabilities from which the soldier now suffers were
incurred in service and line of duty, and the case is one, there-
fore, which can not be approved.

On amendment No. 5: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. This is merely a change of phraseology.

On amendment No. 6 : The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. There is no evidence to show that any of the present
disabilities from which the soldier is now suffering were con-
tracted in service and line of duty, and therefore approval is
not justified.

On amendment No. 7: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The evidence fails to justify the belief that any disabil-
ity from which the soldier might be suffering at this time was
incurred In service and line of duty ; the bill for that reuson can
not be approved.

On amendment No. 8: The Senate recedes. A penslon of §12
per month to this widow is fully warranted by the evidence upon
file, and the case is therefore approved.

On amendment No. 9: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The soldier is now in receipt of a pension of $20 per
month, which is the maximum to which he is entitled under any
existing law, and it is not believed that a higher rate than that
is warranted by the evidence upon file.

On amendment No. 10: The Senate recedes. It is not believed
a higher rate than $17 per month, recommended by the House,
is warranted in this case.

On amendment No. 11 : The House conenrs in the Senate amend-
ment. The facts as presented by the evidence submitted in this
case fail to warrant approval of the bill.

On amendment No. 12: The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. There is not evidence to show that any of the present dis-
abilities from which the soldier now appears to be suffering
were contracted in service and line of duty, and therefore ap-
proval is not warranted.

On amendment No. 13 : The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment. The evidence fails to show that the death of the soldler
was in any way due to or connected with his service, and there-
fore approval can not be given the case.

On amendments Nos. 14 and 156: The House concurs in the Sen-
ate amendments, This is only a change in phraseology.

On amendment No. 16 : The House concurs in the Senate amend-
ment,  There is no evidence to show that any of the present ex-
isting disabilities from which the soldier appears to be suffer-
ing were contracted in service and line of duty; therefore the
case can not be approved.

On amendment No. 17: The Senate recedes. An increase to $12
per month is fully warranted by the evidence submitted in this
case, and the bill is therefore approved for that amount.

Epwarp KEATING,

Carr VINson,

Sam R. Senis,
Managers on the part of the House.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. , 1 desire to call up the confer-
ence report on the bill H. R. 15957, an ommibus pension bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title and
also read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (H. R. 15957) gran pensions and inerease of pensions
to certaln soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sallors.

The conference report was read.
The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1090).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of ihe
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Ii.
15957) granting pensions and increase of pensions to ceriain
soldiers and sallors of the Regular Army and Navy and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 5,
9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 29, 80, and 37.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 11, 18, 21, 24, 25, 26,
27, 28, 81, 82, 388, 34, 85, and 36, and agree to the same.

Epwarp KraTiNg,

CarL VINsON,

Sax R. Sernis,
Managers on the part of the House.

War, HueHES,

T. TAGGART,

Reep Sioor,
Managers on the part of ihe Senate.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15957) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference commitfee
and submitted in the accompanying conference report as to
each of the said amendments, namely :

Amendment No, 1: Only a correction as to service in the case
of Frank O’'Brien, proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No, 2: Strikes out the provision for pension in
behalf of Alice P, Knapp, dependent mother of Steth B. Knapp,
deceased.

Amendment No. 3: Reinstates the provision for increase in
pension t. $12 per mon:h in the case of Charles IB. Shermer, as
proposed by the House.
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Amendment No. 4: Reinstates the provision for pension at
$:2 per month in behalf of James J. McHale, as proposed by
the House.

Amendment No. 5: Reinstates the provision for pension to
Harry E. Brooks at $12 per month, as proposed by the House.

Amendments Nos, 6 and T: Correctlon as to service in the
case of George E. Grubbs.

Amendment No. 8: Correction of an error in the case of
Walter J. Frink.

Amendment No. 9: Reinstates the provision for pension to
Tina Quinn, widow of John Quinn, deceased, at $12 per month
and $2 per month additional on account of each of the two
minor children of the deceased soldier until they shall reach
the age of 16 years, as proposed by the House,

Amendment No. 10: Reinstates the provision for pension at
$12 per month to Oscar G. Rottman, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 11: Correction of service in the case of Wil-
lard L. Anthony.

Amendment No. 12: Reinstates the provision for increase in
pension for John Blueford to $17 per month, as proposed by
the Ilouse.

Amendment No. 183: Reinstates the provision for pension to
Floyd T. Patterson at $12 per month, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No, 14: Reinstates the provision for pension to
Maury MeAlister, dependent mother of Francis J, McAlister, de-
ceased, at $12 per month, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 15: Grants a pension of $30 per month, as
proposed by the House, to John W. Lattimore, instead of $50
per month, as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 16: Reinstates the provision for pension in
hehalf of Dariel M. Moser at $12 per month, as proposed by the
House,

Amendment No. 17: Reinstates the provision for increase in
pension to Mary P. Byram, widow of Quiney Adams Byram, de-
censil, at $20 per month, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No, 18: Strikes out the provision for pension
in behalf of William MeClaskey.

Amendment No. 19 : Reinstates the provision for pension at $17
per month in behalf of Joseph Bailey, as proposed by the House,

Amendment No, 20: Reinstates the provision for pension at
$12 per month to Andrew Conley, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 21: Only a correction as to service in the
euse of Jacob Amberg,

Amendment No. 22: Reinstates the provision for pension in
behalf of Willinm C. Winslow at $12 per month, as proposed
hy the House.

Amendment No. 23: Reinstates the provision for pension in
behali of John Shannon at $12 per month, as proposed by the
House,

Amendment No. 24: Grants a pension of $12 per month to
Robert Trexler, as proposed by the Senate, instead of §i. per
month, as proposed by the House.

Awmendment No. 25: Strikes out the provision for pension in
behalf of Simeon D. Morrison.

Amendment No. 26: Strikes out the provision for pension in
behalf of Richard Thrash.

Amendment No. 27: Grants a pension of $12 per month to
Arthur Magoon, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $17 per
month, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 28: Correction of an error in the case of
Effa M. Rule, widow of Willinm H. Rule, deceased.

Amendment No. 29: Reinstates the provision for pension at
$17 per month to Ieuben Solomon, as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 30: Reinstates the provision for pension at
§12 per month to Daniel H. Gerald, as proposed by the House,

Amendment No. 31: Correction of an error in the case of Char-
lotte M. Beckham, widow of Robert H. Beckham, deceased.

Amendment No. 32: Strikes out the provision for pension to
Currie A. Stillions, widow of Robert K. Stillions, (leceased and
the two minor children of the deceased soldier.

Amendment No. 33: Strikes out the provision for pension to
Lily D. Murphy, widow of Frank T. Murphy, deceased.

Amentments Nos, 34 and 35: Correction in service in the case
of Cordelia Mulford, widow of Jacob Mulford, deceased.

Amendment No. 36: Grants a pension of $24 per month, as
proposed by the Senate, to Cordelia Mulford, widow of Jacob
Mulford, deceased, instead of $20 per month, as proposed by the
House.

Amendment No. 37: Reinstates the provision for increase in
pension to $20 per month in behalf of Mary A. Scott, widow of
Jepthia Seott, deceased.

Epwarp KEATING,

Carr VINSON,

Saxm R. SELLs,
Managers on the Part of the House.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer-
ence report on the bill 8. 4654, an omnibus pension bill.

The SPEAKER. TLe Clerk will report the bill by title and
also read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 4654) fmntlns pensions and Increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sallors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent relatives
of such soldiers and sailors.

The conference report was read.
The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1086).

The commitiee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.
4654) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol-
diers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 4, 6, 9,
10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 19, 22, 23, and 24.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House numbered 1, 5, 8, 11, 14, 18, 20, and 21, and
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the amount named insert “$24"; and the House agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 3: That the Senate recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the House numbered 3, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amount named insert “ $24 " ; and the House agree to the sae,

Amendment numbered T7: That the Senate recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the House numbered 7, and agree
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter
stricken out insert the following:

“The name of Dennie Dixon, late of Company B, Sixth IRegi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.”

And the House agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 15: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 15, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of the
mutter stricken out insert the following:

“ The name of Williamson 8. Wright, late first Ileuteunut Pour-
teenth Company United States Volunteer Signal Corps, War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per montl.”

And the House agree to the same.

Epwarp KEaTING,

CarL VINSON,

Sam R. SeLis,
Managers on the part of the House.

Wat. HucHES,

T. TAGGART,

ReEp Smoor,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on amendments of the
House to the bill (8. 4654) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference as to each of
the said amendments, namely :

On amendment No. 1, case of Joseph Wessler : Provides a pen-
sion of $12 as proposed by the House instead of $16 as proposed
by the Senate,

On amendment No. 2, case of Charles A. Myers: Provides a
pension of $24 instead of $30 as proposed by the Senate and §12
as proposed by the House.

On amendment No. 3, case of William Peters: Provides a
pension of $24 instead of $30 as proposed by the Senate and $12
as proposed by the House.

On amendment No. 4, case of Virginia Watson: Provides a
pension of $40 as proposed by the Senate Instead of $30 as pro-
posed by the House,
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On amendment No. 5, case of Peter Black: Provides a pension
of $20 as proposed by the House.

On amendment No. 6, case of James M. Freeman: Provides a
pension of $20 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 7, case of Dennie Dixon: Provides a pen-
sion of $24 instead of $30 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 8, case of Louisa M. Fletcher: Provides a
pension of $35 as proposed by the House instead of $40 as pro-
posed by the Senate,

On amendment No. 9, case of Caroline Heywood: Irovides a
pension of $50 as proposed by the Senate,

On amendment No. 10, case of John A. Avirett: Provides a
pension of $30 per month as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 11, case of Andrew Houlihan: Provides a
pension of $30 as proposed by the House instead of $36 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

On amendment No, 12, ease of Edward J, Cuzzort: Provides a
pension of $13 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 13, case of Elizabeth J. Burt: Provides for
increase of pension for the widow of Brig. Gen. Andrew S. Burt
at $50 as proposed by the Senate instead of $30 as proposed by
the House.

On nmendment No. 14, case of Edward D. Smith: Provides for
a pension of $12 as proposed by the House instead of §16 as
proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 15, case of Williamson S, Wright: Provides
a pension of $12 instead of $20 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 16, case of Emer A, Robbins: Provides a
pension of $20 as proposed by the Senate instead of $12 as pro-
posed by the House,

On amendment No. 17. case of Benjamin Kelsey: Provides a
pension of $30 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No, 18: Strikes out the provision for pension
for Joseph A. Nolan.

On amendment No. 19, case of Curt Seay: Provides a pension
of $16 as proposed by the Senate instead of $12 as proposed by
the House.

On amendment No. 20: Strikes out the provision for pension
for Samuel C. Cochran.

On amendment No. 21, casr of James A. Saurbaugh: Pro-
vides a pension of $30 as proposed by the House instead of $40
as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 22, case of Bertha Z. Smith: Provides a
pension of £30 as proposed by the Senate instead of $12 as pro-
posed by the House,

un amendment No. 23, case of Elizabeth C. Allen: Provides a
pension of $50 per month as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 24, case of Elie Jones Quinby: Provides a
pension for the widow of Col. Ira Quinby of $40 as proposed by
the Senate instead of $30 per month as proposed by the House.

: Epwarp KEATING,
CARrL VINsORN,
Saxm R. SELLs,
Managers on the part of the House.

The question was taken and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ecall up the con-
ference report on the bill (8. 5914), an omnibus pension bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title and
also read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8, 5914) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent rela-
tives of such soldlers and sallors.

The conference report was read.
The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1087).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8.
i914) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol-
diers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows an< dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, having met, afte: full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6,
9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 21,

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House numbered 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, and 11, and agree to
the same,

Amendment numbered 14: That the Senate recede from its
disagrecment to the amendment of the House numbered 14, and

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter stricken out insert the following:

“The pame of Charles Groves, late of Company D, Seventh
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.”

And the House agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 20: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 20, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter stricken out insert the following:

*“The name of Lilias E. Knapp, widow of John J. Knapp, late
captain, Ul:llted States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.”

And the House agree to the same.

Epwarp KreATING,

Carr Vinsonw,

Saxm R. SeLrs,
Managers on the pari of the House.

“Var. HugHES,

T. TAGGART,

ReEp Sauoor,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

BTATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the House to the bill (8. 5914) granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conference as to each of
the said amendments, namely :

On amendment No. 1: Strikes out the provision for pension
for William Bell.

On amendment No. 2: Strikes out the provision for pension for
Odelon Valcour.

On amendment No. 8, case of Jennie G. George: Provides a
pension of $35 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 4, case of George A. Wilson: Provides a
pension of $24 as proposed by the Senate instead of $12 as pro-
posed by the House,

On amendment No. 5: Corrects a typographieal error.

On amendment No. 6, case of Martha L. Sternberg: Provides
increase of pension to $100 for the widow of Surg. Gen. George
M. Sternberg as proposed by the Senate instead of $50 as pro-
posed by the House.

On amendment No. 7, case of Henry Koehler: Provides a pen-
sion of $12 as proposed by the House instehd of $18 as proposed
by the Senate.

On amendment No. 8: Strikes out the provision for pension for
William R. Claxton, now deceased.

On amendment No. 9, case of Minnie Jeffers: Provides a pen-
sion of $12 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 10, case of Fonetta W. D. Scott: Provides
a pension of $30 as proposed by the Senate instead of $12 as pro-
posed by the House,

On amendment No. 11, case of William Meyers: Provides a
pension of $12 as proposed by the House instead of $16 as pro-
posed by the Senate. -

On amendment No. 12, ease of George W. Mosier: Provides a
pension of $30 as proposed by the Senate instead of $24 as pro-
posed by the House.

On amendment No. 13, case of Caroline Carr: Provides a pen-
sion of $20 as proposed by the Senate instend of $12 as proposed
by the House.

On amendment No, 14, case of Charles Groves: Provides a
pension of $12 instead of $24 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 15, case of Margaret A. Ede: Provides a
pension of $50 proposed by the Senate instead of $30 as pro-
posed by the House.

On amendment No. 16, case of Flora C. Plumb: Provides a
pension of $12 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 17, case of Margaret R. Thompson: Pro-
vides a pension of $30 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 18, case of Mary O'Hara Carnes: Provides
a pension of $12 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No, 19, case of Mary A, Loveland: Provides a
pension of $12 as proposed by the Senate.

On amendment No. 20, case of Lilias E. Knapp: Provides g

pension of $40 instead of $50 as proposed by the Senate,
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On amendment No. 21, case of Susan L. F. Rand: Provides a
pension of $50 as proposed by the Senate instead of $40 as pro-

D by the Housa. Epwarp KEATING,

Carr. VInsonN.
Sam R. SELLS,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me a
moment or two?

Mr. KEATING. I will

Mr. MANI. Mr. Speaker, I do not reeall which bill the
item is in, but in one of these Senate bills there is an item
earrying a pension of $100 a month to Mrs. Sternberg, widow
of the former Surgeon Genera: of the Army. When I first
came down here I was besieged—as I think nearly all other
Members Jf the House were at that time—by widows who
wanted their pensions increased to $100 a month, and they all
would recite partienlar cases where Congress had granted
£100 a wonth to widows of some officers who had been Kkilled
in the war. :

I think it was the general opinion at that fime that Congress
could not keep on making pensions at the rate of $100 a month
just because somebody asked for them. I knew Surg. Gen.
Sternberg and had the very highest personal regard and affection
for him. I know his widow and have the highest regard for
her. I do not think we ought te inaugurate the policy of paying
$100 a month pension to any widow, and certainly not to any
widow whose hushand was not an officer killed in action. I
have not objected to this bill. In fact, I do not recall just when
this item wus up in the House or whether, when the House re-
duced it, it was afterwards agreed to in conference. I want to
say, as far as I am concerned, while I am quite willing to pay
reasonable, liberal pensions, I am not in favor of paying a pen-
sion of $100 a month to every widow of every officer who happens
to die in time of peace. And the action that we are taking will
undoubtedly plague us. The people who are interested will
know sooner or later that in some particular case, possibly in the
matter of favoritism, we paid this large pension, and they will
not be able to see why we should not pay them the same pension
that we paid to Mrs. Sternberg or some other widow, and ne one
else will be able to see any reason for it. But we will have to
hold a taunt line in reference to such matters, or we will be lost.
[Applause.]

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, in the main, I fully agree with
what the gentleman from Ilineis [Mr. Manw] has said. The
Sternberg pension was urged on the ground that Gen. Stern-
berg had served as chief of the commission appointed to fight
yvellow fever and because of the great service rendered the
country and humanity by that commission it was thought his
widow was entitled to this pension. It was further urged that
the widows of praetically all the members of that commission
were now drawing pensions of at least $100 a menth; that in
some ecases they were drawing pensions of $125 a month, and
it was urged that the widow of Gen. Sternberg, who was
the head of the eommission, was entitled to as much eonsidera-
tion as the widows of other members of the commission. As I
understand it the Senate Committee on Pensions reported in
favor of $50 a month, and on the floor of the Senate the bill
was amended to make it $100 a month. The House Committee
on PPensions reduced the amount to $50 a month, and in con-
ference we agreed to $100 a month. I am inclined to think
that the Sternberg case is one of the worthy cases where the
widows of officers have secured increased pensions. But the
Senate of the United States is constantly sending to this House
cases that are not nearly so weorthy. And I agree with the
gentleman from Illinois that the time has come for this House
to put its foot down in a rather emphatic fashion, because
about all that is necessary now is for the widow of an Army
officer to go to a United States Senator and he will set asida
the law for her and secure an increase of her pension. That is
accepted apparently as a matter of course at the other end of the
Capitol, and I fully agree with the gentleman from Illinois that
the eustom should be stopped by the action of this House.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. KEATING. Certainly.

Mr. CANNON. T do not recollect how many officers lost their
lives in this investigation that led to the discovery of the fact
that the mosquito earried the yellow fever germ. I do not
know whether the widows of all of those receive a pension simi-
lar to this or nof.

Mr. KEATING. My recollection is that there are three or
four widows of the members of the commission now drawing a
pension of at least $100 a month.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, there are
three cases—the Kissinger case and two other cases—where the

widows do not draw pensions but receive $120 a month through
the Army pay bill.

Mr, KEATING. Tt is really an annuity and not a pension.

Mr. MANN. They are not pensions. They do not go through
the Pension Offive; but that is theoretical. It is not a matter
carried from the Pension Commiitee at all. It eame in the
Military Committee and was reported from that committee.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEATING. I will

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I think the gentleman from
INlinois is mistaken about that. There are three widows, and
one of them is drawing a pension of $100 a month.

Mr. MANN. One is carried at $125 a month in the military
appropriation bill

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will permit, I remem-
ber the Kissinger case; I had charge of it when I was on the
Pension Committee. This was a pension for Kissinger him-
self ; but my recollection is it was $75 a month.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. It was $100. I am speaking of
the soldier who submitted to the test; and he received $100
a month.

Mr. CULLOP. I think that is entirely too small,

Mr. KEATING, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
introduce in the Recorp at this point a letter from Dr. Agra-
monte, who was a member of the Sternberg Commission, in
which he testifies to the service rendered by Gen. Sternberg
in connection with the fight on yellow fever.

The SPEAKER. The. gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KEar-
ixa| asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rec-
orn. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, there has been a great deal of
discussion concerning Gen. Sternberg’s part in the eampaign
which resulted in the conquest of yellow fever. Perhaps the
most impressive witness we can produce at this time is Dr.
Agramonte, the surviving member of the famous Sternberg
Commission. In January of this year Dr. Agramonte was in
this city, and he addressed the following letter to Dr. George
Al. Kober, a distinguished scientist and one of Washington's
most esteemed citizens:

Geo. M. Eoer, M. D.,
ﬂ;aa.hinyon, D, C.

My Dear Dr. Kosgr: It Is with the greatest pleasure that I have
read the phlet which contains the addresses dellvered at the ban-
quet tendered te the late Gen. George M. Sternberg in celebration of his
seventieth birthday, so fortunately collected and preserved by you for
the perasal of future generations of scientific men, who will no doubt
find therein sufficient and ennobling inspiration.

The Jife of Gen. Sternberg, studied from the four points of view in
which it was presented upon that memorable oceaslon, “the medical
officer,” ** the scientist and author,” * the philanthrepist,” and * the
eitizen,” proves that it was as complete, as useful, and as worthy as
any man may ho te lve his own upon earth, with the assurance of
leaving, upon quitting, imperishable memory of good deeds.

But as the modern scientist, in which character I knew Gen. Stern-
berg best, he excelled in one particular above most of his contempo-
raries; I refer to his broadmindedness; his readiness to rectify if in
error was only comparable to his energetic defense of what he thought

was right.

1 feel in mi heart that In the greatest achlevement of modern pre-
ventive medi the almost total extinction of yellow fever in our
hemisphere—he took an important part that has not been generally
recognized, in spite of you= pointing it out in your excellent specch.
I say an important part, and I would be tempted to say the most
fmpertant rt, since by the elimination of many econfusing and
erroneous idexs with reference to the cause of the disease, obtained by
his indcfatigable work In South and Central America, he eleared the
way for us whe came after him, laboring in the same fleld of investi-
gation ; he saved us the work, and thus the waste of effort and time,
whieh it weuld have entailed, by dealing with the fallacies iIn vogune
during tne last guarter of the nineteemth ecentury, elucidating the
question of yellow fever etiology in a manner nearly complete.

Only having lived in these countries, and particularly at the tiie
when his investigations were underitnken, ean one appreciate the
enormous energy necessary and the great danger that must have been
incurred to accomplish such result as reveal by his classieal report.
Not yellow fever alone, but other diseases as well, malaria, dysentery,
gphus. if anything more deadly, then lay in ambush for the unwary,

¢ overworked, or the systemlcally weakened, but how he eseaped
these diseases can only be ascril to his remarkably sound consti-
tution and the clean and pure manner of his life. Y

With regard te our own weork I may say that Gen. Sternberg's in-
structions to Majl Reed were so precise yet so mmglete that they em-
braced even human e mentation, a thing until then considered
well-nigh impossible, and without the moral support which his reputa-
tion as a sclentist of the highest order and his official pesition ren-
dered us I am sure we would have never undertaken the method of
investigation with which you are familiar, the results of which I need
not extol here,

I thank you for sending me the hooklet which has stimulated my
writing this letter; I could not Hmit myself to simply acknowledge
its receipt, for if in any way, by thought or action, I have the appor-
tunity to render tribufe to the memory of our de ed friend you
will find that I am, ever ready to do so, as we say Spanish, * with
my heart in my hand."

Believe me, very cordially, yours, AGRAMONTER.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be
recognized if I can get the time,

WasHINeTOX, D. C., January 2, 1916,
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Colorado has the time.

Mr. KEATING. I will yield to the gentleman from Minne-
sota.

The SPEAKER. How much time?

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I would like 10 minutes.

Mr. KEATING. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I may not want to use it all

Mr. KEATING. I yield to the gentleman.

CORRECTION IN CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. PADGETT. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield?

Mr. MILLER of- Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous
consent for the present considération of the resolution to cor-
rect language in a conference report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 339,

Rsolved, That the managers on the part of the House in considera-
tion of H. R. 15047 may change the following language on page 136
of the print of the hill with Senat. amendments numbered, lines 2, 3,
and 4, as follows: * Ca{rt. John Gardmer Quimby, l:etireq. to be a
captain on the active list, to take rank next after Capt. Thomas 8,
Rodgers,” to read as follows:

“Capt. John Gardner Quinby, retired, to be a rear admiral on the
active Tist. to take rank next after Rear Admiral Thomas S, Rodgers.”

Mr. PADGETT. That is to correct the spelling, Mr. Speaker.
When the House passed the bill Capt. Rodgers was a captain,
He has since then been promoted in the regular order to rear
admiral, and it is just to make the House provision consistent
and proper.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-

tion.
- The resolution was agreed to.

SHANGHAI DOCK & ENGINEERING CO. (LTD.) (H. DOC. NO. 1320).

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following letter from
the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of inquiry
concerning a contract with the Shanghai Dock & Engineering
Co. (Ltd.), of Shanghai, China, for the construction of the
single-screw steel collier No. 1, for the use of the United States
Army, which, with the accompanying documents, was referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered printed:

War DEPARTMENT,
Washington, July 21, 1216,

The SPEAKER HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Sin: In compllance with House resolution 275, Bixty-fourth Con-
gress, first session, ** that the Becretary of War be, and he is hereby,
directed to transmit to +he House of Rcfresentstfves detailed infor-
mation in the War Department concerning the contract with the
Shanghai Dock & Engineering Co. (Ltd.), of Shanghal, China, for
the construction of the single screw steel collier No. I, for the use of
the United States Army,” 1 have the honor to submit the following
report :

Ian April 15, 1013, there was received in the office of the Quarter-
mester (eneral a contract, dated February 7, 1913, between Col. I. W.
Littell, Quartermaster Corps, United Btates Army, Manila, P. L., and
the Shanghai Dock & Engineering Co. (Ltd.), covering the construe-
tion of one steel colller, at a cost of $371,000; vessel to be completed
in 16 months from date of contract. 'This was the first information
that the Quartermaster General had that such a vessel was to be
constructed by the Phil}ppine authorities, no provision having been
made in the estimates c¢f appropriations for the fiseal year 1013 for
such new vessel construction In the Philippine Department. [*recedent
was followed in this ease, as the commanding general, Philippine De-
partment, had authority to spend funds in much the same way as
the Secretary of War is allowed to authorize the expenditure of funds
in the United States.

* This collier was planned to take the place of two old wooden col-
liers which had been In service for many years, one of which had
been completely destroyed and the other was so rotten that It was
difficult to keep her afloat. It was also desired to have a colller
which could proceed to Corregidor Island under its own power with
o ca of coal in case of siege.

Under date of May 13, 1914, a supplemental contract was entered
into with the above-named contractor, extending the time limit for
completion to October 7, 191.

On Cctober 31, 1914, another supplemertal contract was executed,
extending the time for completion to December 15, 1914. From corre-
spondence attached to this supplemental contraet, It appears that the
ontbreak of the European war had delayed shipment of about 10 tons
of material entering into the construction of the elevating gears of

conl-dlocharging apparatus.

On March 16, 1915, the department quartermaster, Philippine De-
partment, forwarded copies of correspondence explaining the further
delay in completion of this vessel, which correspondence showed that
on January 21, 1915, during trials of the collier, the coal-discharging
machinery developed structural weakness and falled; and on March
15, 1915, it was decided by the contractors that new material must
be designed and made to replace the parts which failed.

On March 20, 1915, the vepresentative of the Quartermaster Corps
at Shanghal submitted report to the department quartermaster, Philip-

ine Department, Inclosing marked phozgﬂnph. owing the cause of

e trouble with the coal-d arging ma ery.

Under date of February 11, 19105, the department quartermaster,
Philippine Department, forwarded report of the Shanghali Dock &
E)ﬁg';en‘é?;g Co. (Ltd.} relative to the nhove-mentionfxf accident to

On May 15, 1915, the department quartermaster, Phill:}p[ne Depart-
ment, furnished coples of correspondence relative to the further Li]elw
in completion of this collier, in which the difficulties experienced by
the shipbuilding firm in getting satisfactory action from the patentees
of the conl-discharging machinery are fully =et torth.

Under dates of January 14, 1916, and February 25, 1916, the de-
partment guartermaster, Philippine Department, forwarded copies of
cablegrams from the contractor, stating that the British Government
had delayed shipment of the new parts required until January. llased
uson this correspondence, two communications, dated February 24,
1916, and June 1, 1916, respectively, were sent to the department
quartermaster, Phili pine Department, asking for report as to the
advisability of apg‘! ng any balance due the contractor on this vessel
toward supply and installation of coal-discharging agpamtus from the
United States. To this the department quartermaster replied, under
date of June 1, 1916, that he considered it inadvisable to make any
chauge in the coal-handling apparatus of the collier, for the reason
that it is of special design and it would occasion more delay to aban-
don the present machinery than it would to allow the contractor to
complete the present installation,

Under date of June 24, 1918, there was received from the
of State a_communication from the London representatives of Shang-
hal Dock & Engineering Co. (Ltd.), requesting the State De]émrtment
to instruct the ambassador at London to obtain permission from the
British mlnlatr{ of munitions for the patentees of the coal-discharg-
ln% machinery to complete the same and ship to Shanghai. After con-
sulting with the Manila authorities by cable, the Secretary of State
was requested, under date of July 3, 1916, to instruct the ambassador
in London to use his good offices to secure, if possible, the above-
mentioned permission for fabrication and shipment of this material.

" tted herewith are photographic coples of the records of this
department bearing on the case in question.

Very respectfully,

Secretary

NEwTOoX D. BAKER,
Scerctary of War.

PENSIONS.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mir-
1ER] i8 recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of
the House, I feel justified in asking for 10 minutes by reason
of the very deep interest that T personally feel in this case,
having known Gen. Sternberg in his lifetime; and having dur-
ing the past four or five years been pleased to make gome in-
vestigation relative to the incidents of the Civil War and the
subsequent period, I have come to feel that this particular
item is extraordinary and should receive the unanimous ap-
proval of the membership of the House.

Gen, Sternberg was one of the giant figures of this century.
Modest, unassuming, gentle in manner, as greatness always is,
ever at work each year of his life, ever dedicated to the public
service, every atom of his wonderful brain and energy given
to humanity. He never spoke for himself. His modesty pre-
cluded that, but medieal history and the military history of the
last half century speak for him. He began his public service,
if I can use that term in connection with the career of a surgeon
in the Army, at the very outbreak of the Civil War. A young
man with exceptional attainments and a splendid college train-
ing, he entered the Union Army as a surgeon and accompanied
the Union forces to the disastrous field of Bull Run. He did not
run from the field. He remained heroically and resolutely at
his task. He stood on the field whence friends had fled, there
where the Blue and the Gray commingled lay upon the first
great battle field of the Civil War, and he bound up the wounds
of both alike. [Applause.]

He was captured, of course, by the Confederates, and for a
week, night and day, he used his talent and his energy to ease
the pain, to relieve the suffering, and to save the boys of the
North and the South. He then exhibited that daring which subse-
quently contributed to his great professional success. He bor-
rowed 1he garb of a Confederate soldier one night and escaped,
traveled 25 miles through the wilderness, swam the Potomac
River, and the next day was ready for service here in Wash-
ington.

Years afterwards he presented the same characteristics for
heroism and consecration to duty in many of the great Indian
campaigns of the West, such that in one—perhaps the most nota-
ble that we have had—he was recommended for conspicuous
gallantr * on the field under fire and advanced to brevet rank
by reason of his services on that occasion. He rose to such a po-
sition in the Army medical service that Grover Cleveland, Presi-
dent of the United States, in 1893 made him Surgeon General
of the Army, and he immediately entered upon a reorganization
of the service, its development being such that the present highly
scientific and splendid condition is the result. He occupied that
important position longer than any other man in the history of
our Government.

But it is not so much of his direct connection with the mili-
tary branch of the Government that commends this case to me
as it is the long and distinguished service he rendered to hu-
manity. In 1871 yellow fever broke out in the great city of
New York., Gen. Sternberg had demonstrated that he pos-
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gessed advanced knowledge of the subject of bacteriology, then
a subject in its infancy the world over. He was the lone pio-
neer in the United States. He went to New York and com-
batted the yellow fever during that epidemie, and thereupon
was looked upon by the authorities in this country as the great-
est authority on that subject. In 1873, buf two years later, an
epidemiec broke out in the Southland, that region that has been
g0 severely devastated by this horrible plague. Looking the
country over, Gen, Sternberg was selected. He packed his grip
one night and took the first train to fight this fatal pestilence,
as fearless as he was on the battle field of Bull Run. )

In 1875 the plague ravaged New Orleans, La., and Mississippi.
Sternberg wus sent there to command the fight. Never once
faltering, never once wavering, he knew his danger, but he
battled and he won. Yes, he won; for the plague was checked,
the land freed of the scourge, and countless lives saved, but
he fell a vietim to the horrible fever, there on the field of duty.
He almost passed away, but with impaired health he was saved
for future work for his country. He had been studying yellow
fever intimately and closely. He continued that work for a
quarter of a century, and performed those preliminary studies
which narrowed the causes of yellow fever and enabled science
to get a grip upon the dread disease. Here came into play his
leadership in the realm of bacteriology, his trained mind, his
extended experience. During this period by secientific research
he demonstrited that the generally accepted theory of the cele-
brated bacteriologist, Sanarelll, as to the cause of yellow fever
was wrong, as were many other theories that had been ad-
vanced, and so narrowed the field of necessary investigation
that his eyes were squarely upon the mosquito.

A committee of three eminent physicians of this city, in behalf
oi the medical profession, recently prepared a memorial to Gen.
Sternberg, and in it have this to say:

The members of your committee do not consider it unfair to the
memory of Maj. Reed and his colleagues when they declare that much
of the success achieved was rende ossible by the preliminary work
of Dr. Sternberg, who had eliminated numerous errors committed b,
others, and had contested and overthrown the claims of several bacteri-
ologists for the discovery ot the specific organism. His conviction that
all former clalms were unfounded, or remained to be proven, is clearly
i:vl:léod by the appointment of a commission which Ee personally se-
(il -

LIt m:‘y be truly said that no history of this lmportant discovery is com-
plete without a just presentation of Bternberg's preliminary work. In
i;iving due credit to all the particirpants of this splendid piece of research

t must be remembered that all of his work was of the highest scientific
value, and his daily contact with the sick, his autopsies and bacteriologi-
cal investigations In different countries and climes in search of the
yellow-fever organism, involved at least the same risks and heroism dis-
plalyed by members of the Yellow Fever Commission.

n support ot the foregoing statement your committee submits the
following testimony from Dr. Aristides Agramonte, the only survivin
member of the Yellow Fever Commission, who, on January 3, 1918,
wrote to Dr. Kober as follows: * With regard to our own work I may
say that (ien. Sternberg's instructions to Maj. Reed were so precise, yet
so complete, that they embraced even human experimentation, a thing
until then considered weil-nigh impossible, and, without the moral su
port which his reputation as a scientist of the highest order and his
official position rendered us, I am sure we would never have undertaken
the method of investigation with which you are familiar,

“1I feel in my heart that in the greatest achievement of modern
medicine, the almost total extinction of yellow fever in our hemisphere,
he took an Important part that has not been generally recognized, In
gpite of your pointing it out in your epeech (June 8, 1908). I say an
important part and I would be tempted to say the most important part,
since by the elimnation of many confusing and erromeous ideas with
reference to the canse of the disease, obtained by his indefatigable work
in South and Central America, he cleared the way for us who came
after him, laboring in the same field of Investigation; he saved us the
work, apd thus the waste of effort and time which it would have
entailed, by dealing with the fallacies in vogue during the last quarter
of the nineteenth renturly. elucidating the question of yellow fever in a
manner nearly complete.”

Immediately after he became Surgeon General of the Army,
with the power at his commmand, he organized this Yellow Fever
Commission and placed at their disposal the 25 years of his
work ; and he had then becomeé known as not only the pioneer,
but the greatest bacteriologist in America.

You may be interested to know that when the great Dr. Koch,
of Germany, was here a few years ago he placed his hand upon
the shoulder of Gen. Sternberg and said: * Here is my brother
in the work, one whom I admire among the men of the worid.”
Well he might have said that, because in the very year that Dr.
Koch discovered the tuberculosis bacillus Gen. Sternberg demon-
strated and photographed it.

Later on he made one of the greatest contributions to our
medical science, whieh was the discovery of the pneumonia
bacillus, and the benefit of this epoch-making achievement gave
to humanity and the world. Later on he became interested
during the closing years of his life in a general organized move-
ment throughout the country to wipe out the ecurse of tuber-
culosis. He headed the American society in that regard, and
to its labors he contributed all of his talent and a large measure
of his time, v

But as to his work in the yellow-fever situation it seems to
me an additional word might with propriety be said. He was
the pioneer, the worker, the experienced man. His experience,
his knowledge, and his genius selected the men for this com-
mission which was to do so much for the world. He gave them
their directions as to their work, and, as they say, he was their
inspiration.

The distingnished Dr. William H. Welch, of Johns Hopkins
University, Baltimore, speaks of Gen. Sternberg’s work in the
following extraordinary language:

I was not onlf' intimately acquainted personally with Gen. Sternberg,
but I am familiar with the facts of his scientific and professional
career and work.

The ])osition of leadership attained by Gen. Sternberg not only in the
Medical Corps of the Army but in the medjcal profession of this coun-
try attested by the important offices which he held, was based upon

entiflc and professional achievements of the highest order which
brought him national and internatioral fame,

Dr. Sternberg was the pioneer worker in the modern seience of
bacterlology in this country, and to ithis subject he has made contribu-
tions of great importance, He discovered the germ which canses lobar
poeumonia and made valuable studies relating to this organism. He
greatly advanced our knowledge, toth from the scientific and the prac-
tical sides, of disinfectants and methods of disinfection. He published
many valuable papers concerning infection and its problems, his
** Manual of Bacteriology,” which appeared in 1892, being a compre-
hensive and authoritative work.

Gen. BSternberg’'s researches upon {e]low fever, extending over n
period of a quarter of a century, are of great importance and an essen-
tinl part of that series of investigations which led to the discovery of
the mode of conveyance of this pestilence and the method of its pre-
vention. With great zeal, industry, and skill he applied modern c=
teriological methods to the search for the germ of yellow fever and to
the claims arisi from time to time as to its nature. This palnstaking
work had to be Jone, and it was accomplished by (ien. Sternberg in a
manner which laid satisfactory foundations for further studies. These
further studies were conducted under his administration as Burgeon
General of the Army ani by the so-called Army Yellow Fever Commis-
sion appointed by him or upon his recommendation. With the work
of this commission he was In constant touch, and he welcomed the
e?och-maklnﬁ results 'thereby attained as crowning the laboriouns series
of investigations upon the same subject which had occupied his atten-
tion for so manz' i'ea,rs

It is apparent from this bare mention of a few of the contributions
of Gen. Sternberg to medical science in the domain of preventive medi-
cine that he rendered Important services to science and to humanity,
serv!t(;es which deserve ample recognition by the Government of h
country.

The work of this yellow-fever commission is one of the great
achievements in the world's history. 'The Southland is at last
free from the scourge. Cuba has become a health spot. The
work of that commission enabled us to build the Panama Canal.
It has enabled us to clean up western South America and the
Central American States. and the world is no longer subject to
one of the greatest of plagues. .

Elihu Root, serving several years as Secretary of War, has
the following to say of Gen. Sternberg's work :

I have received your letter of March 6, and I respond heartily to the
very moderate statements which you make regarding Gen. Sternberg's
merits and the claims of bls memory to recognition by Congress. Sena-
tor GALLINGER'S bill does not rest alone upon long and faithful service,
including both the Civil War and the War with Spain, but chiefly and
distln(‘tiveig upon the great part which Gen. Sternberg played in the
service rendered by the Medical CorPs of the Army in the nine years
during which he was Surgeon General,

The practical extirpation of yellow fever in Cuba and on the Isthmus
of Panama and the development of methods of preventive medicine which
have secured the phenomenal freedom from typhoid In recent years are
achievements in which the Medical Corps of the Army bore a great part
and won the highest distinction. Congress has paid great honor to the
medical officers who in the field and in camp became distinguished for
their part in this extraordinary work. Let no one think., however, that
the man who was at the head of the corps can be left out of account of
this creditable record., Such things do not happen by accident. No
body of men accomplishes what our medical officers accomplished for the
10 years succeeding 1902 except In response to leadership, Incitement
::ﬁmuragﬂ!ment. opportunity, motive power, coming from the head of

e COTpS.

The Medical Corps accomplished what it did largely because the man
at the top was a eoneer in bacteriology, an advance worker in protec-
tive medicine, and had the enthusiasm and devotion through which
sclence wins victories. That spirit communicatéd itself to the corps,
directed its energles, made It the field of opportunity for scientific
effort, kept good men in it, brought good men into it, and furnished the
indispensable element of leadership without which the work could not
have been done. Gen, Bternberg was the general commanding in that
campaign. Congress has been honoring his subordinates gratefully and
properly. It is all wrong that there should be no appreciation for the
commander. have not recelved yet the coples of resolutions, ete,,
which you have sent, but I do not need them, for I know about this
subject myself upon the experlence of four years and a half, during which
it was my business to observe and estimate the influences working for
and agalnst efficiency in the War Department.

These men have all gone but one, these men who solved the
problem. The man who organized the commission and was its
inspiring genius and guide is the last to pass away. We have
recognized merit and worth as we ought. If we do not, there
is no meaning to a republie, no meaning to free government, no
meaning to unmeasured generous service to humanity. We ap-
propriately have given to the widows of two of the men who
were on this eommission $125 a month. One member of the
commission is still living, a Cuban, Dr. Agramonte. As the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KeatiNne] has said, he has re-
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cently testified to the work of Gen. Sternberg in connection with
the commission.

A soldier by the name of K!ssenger. who was not a physician,
offered himself te assist in the work. He was injured. We
gave him a pension of $100' a month. He has sinee died and
his widow Is now receiving $100 a month. There is one more,
the widow of Maj. Reed, who was acting chairman of the com-
mission——

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Kissenger is not dead. He Is still
living and drawing a pension, which is earried in the Army
appropriation bill.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not care how the payment
is carried ; it comes out of the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. But he is not dead.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. The gentleman from Illinois in-
vited my attention to a paragraph which led me to think that
the widow of Mr., Kissenger was drawing a pension in the way
I have stated. If I am in error about that, I am glad to be
corrected. The widow of Maj. Reed is drawing a pension of
$100 a month.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has

ired.
ex&r. MILLER of Minnesota. May I have two minutes more?

Mr. KEATING. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr, MILLER of Minnesotn. Had Gen. Sternberg devoted
even a portion of his lifetime to acquiring remuneration for his
services he might have died a rich man. He died a poor man.
He has left a widow. In my humble judgment he has con-
tributed more for the well-being of humanity than almost any
other one man I can name in the whole realm of medical science
during the last half eentury. And we know what wonderful
strides medical science has been making snd what beneficent
results have followed. It seems to me that a great—I do not
mean to say generous, but I do think I have a right to say a
fairly eonsiderate—Government will recognize the lifetime of
service, the heroic devotion, and the splendid achievements
of this man and honor his memory, a memory that ought to be
blessed and hallowed by every man in the South. He has done
more for you than any other living man. I believe you agree
with me that his widow, who is now of advanced yenrs, ought
to be able to live in reasonable comfort during the remaining
period of her life, and the distinguished services of this noble
man thereby in some degree recognized by an appreeciative
Government. [Prolonged applause.}

Mr. KEATING. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. HuppresToNn].

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, special pension legisla-
tion is objectionable in the very nature of it. Like all other
kinds of special legisiation for the benefit of individuals, it is
subject to very great abuses; but it has become an established
practice in Congress, and it is too late to take up that question.
There is no need to gquarrel about that.

The objectionable features of special pension legislation when
presented regularly to Congress are palliated by the fact that
these bills are referred to a committee which has as its duty
looking up the evidence and considering each case separately
and rendering a fair decision. That palliates this evil to some
extent. Since we have that method of acting on this special
legislation, we should insist that all measures which have that
kind of object should be referred to the Pension Committee and
should come before this body in a regular way, after having
had fair consideration and some opportunity to lhave thelr
merits gone into.

The matter of this mosquifo experiment, which demonstrated
that the mosquito was the vicious carrying medium of yellow
fever, has been referred to on the floor. I wish in that connee-
tion to eall attention to what I regard as a highly objectionable
method of granring pensions. The Army appropriation bill, on
page 30, earries several items that T look upon as pensions.
One of them is the payment of $1,500 annually to Mrs. Jennie
Carroll, widow of James Carroll, late major of the United
States Army, and another is the payment of $1,200 to John R.
Kissenger, late of Company D, One hundred and fifty-seventh
Indiana Volunteer Infantry. Tho&e two items represent ap-
propriations mude on account of these mosquito experiments.
Maj. Carroll made himself the subject of a mosquito experiment,
aud as the result he died. Subsequently, at some time before I
came into Congress—I do not know whether it was by special
bill, but I imagine that it eame in here just as other things do,
as a vider on this appropriation bill——

Mr, MANN. My recollection is that it was a speeial bill, I
know there were special bills in some of these cases.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I hope it was by special bill, because
that at least gives some excuse for it. But it came in here, and

we are making appropriations of $1,500 a year to Mrs. Carroll,
wid(;: of Maj. Carroll, who died as the result of these experi-
men

Another soldier who volunteered to submit himself to the
experiment was John R. Kissenger, who was an enlisted man,
and an appropriatien is carried here in this bill for Mr. Kis-
senger, whe I am glad te say is still alive, and is receiving
$1,200 a year.

Now, the partieular thing to which I wisl. fo eall attention is
this, that in this bill, as it was originally presented to the House,
the committee reported an appropriation of $600 for the benefit
of Mrs. Carrell, the mother of Maj. Carroll. Thereby it was
proposed to make an appropriation not only for the widow of
this man who lost his life but for his mother, a thing that is
absolutely unprecedented, so far as my knowledge goes, iz the
granting of pensions by the American Congress.

I say it is highly objectionable that such a thing should be
done. The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs [Mr. Hay], in answer to a point of order which I
made to the items, argued that they were not pensions, that
they were appropriations for the upkeep of the Army. I do
not see how such an argument can be sustained.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. HUDDLESTON., T ask for five minutes more.

Mr. KEATING. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Mr. Speaker, here are men, soldiers in
the American Army, who voluntarily took the chance of losing
their lives. I would not for a moment take away a flower that
belongs in their wreath or depreciate their sacrifice to the
slightest extent. They no more offered their lives, however,
than you did, if you enlisted in the American Army, than I did
when I enlisted, than any soldier does who goes to the front to
serve his country. Men who submit themselves to experiments
such as these are entitled to no more credit than a man who
charges a battery and faces death in the mouths of roaring
cannon. Certainly no different position can be sustained.

These men lost their lives in these experiments, and a compen-
sation, an annuity, a gratuity, a reward, a payment, Is proposed
to be made to their widows. Is there any more reason why a
man should have such a payment awarded by a rider on an
appropriation bill, or that his family should have such recogni-
tion, than in the case of a man who goes out to fight and loses
his life in open battle? Not at all. The only reason it was
ever put in here, in my judgment, was because the pension com-
mittee did not see proper to give an allowance as large as the
beneficiary thought it ought to have been. It is impossible to
safeguard such legislation so long as one committee handles one
feature and another another, and neither one knows what the
other does.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. For a question.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I suppose, of course, the gentle-
man takes into consideration the faet that the prineiple govern-
ing military pensions is based on wounds or disabilities con-
tracted in the service in line of duty?

Mr. 